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Figure 1 e
Percent of Population Living on Farms by Race: 1920 to 1982
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. . Faim population. of the United States: 1982
INTRODUCTION

.

The number of pirsons living on farms in Kira, areal of
the United States averaged 5,620,000 for the 12.month
pa iod centered on April 1982 (table A). About 1 out of
every 41 persons, or 2.4 percent of the Nation's total popu-
lation, had a far residence. These estimates were prepared
by the U:S. Bureau of the Census and the Economic Research
Service of the U.S. Department of Agriculture.

Table A. Total and Farm". Popujati641.the
United States: 1920 to 1982

(Numbers in thousands) 4.

Year Total
resid#at

population'

Farm population
.

Perce
of tots

popUlation
Number of
persons'

CURRENT ?ARM
DEFINITION

1982
1981....:

1980..4

1979
. 1978

PREVIOUS FARM.
DEFINITION

1982
1981
100 .. .
1979

1078
1977 ......... ....,

1976' 0

1975

1970
1960

1950'
1946'

19301'
1920'

231,023

224.06'4
221.672

611

2 7,771

.231.023
226-, 064

221,672
219, 611
217,771
215.966
214.18.2

212,542

203.235
19, 323

150, 697
131.669

122,775
105.711

5.620
5,790
6,051

6, 241

6.504

6,870
6,942
7, 241

7, 553

8.005
7.806
8, 253

8,864

9.712
15, 635

23, 048

30,547

30.529
31,974

2.4

4216

2.7

2.8

3.0

3.0

3.1
3.3
3.4%
3.7

3.6

3.9
4.2

4.8

8.7
15.3
23.2'

24.9
30.2

census counts, except 1975-82. which are
estimates.

2FarM Obpullition estimates for 1920 to 1970 fromPerm
Population Estimates, 1910-70, 0.8. Department or Agricul-
ture., Statistical Bulletin No. 523, July 1973: Current .

Population Survey five»guarter averages centered on April

beginning 1960. see appendix A.
'Conterminous United States.

,

NOTE: PigureefOr 1982 are consisientivi,th the results
of the 1980 census; figOres for 1970181 areconeletestwith
the results of the 1979 census; and figures forotheryears
are consistent wAth the results Of those censuses. Plapres
for 1981 based on 1980 census population controls arof
228,829,060, total resident population, 5,850,000. farm
population (current definition); and 2.6 percent, farm
population as percent of total population.

'
r,

2

The farm. population estimates for 1982 are based on the
. fikrris definition that was introduced into this data series in

1978. Under definition, the farm population consists .

of all persons living in rural territory on places whith had, or
noimagy ipuld have had sates of agriculturlk. products of
$1,000 or more during the,aporting year.

Under birth the current and the,previous definitions, the
farm -share of the total. U.S. population continued As long-
term downward trend. In 1920, when the farm population
was first identified separately, 30.2 percent of the Nation's
resident population lived on farms. By 1950, this proportion
had fallen to 15.3 pecan, and by 1982, it had dropped to
2.4 percent.

The, 1982 estimate ,of the farm population is about
170,000 lower than the estimate oft,790.000 for 1981, but
this apparent decline is not statistically significant. The -
chance§are bbout 1 out of 7 that a decline of this magnitude
would have been obtained from the sample without any

.iictualithange having occurred in the farm population between
B1 and 1982. .Although the singleyear change. between

19 1 and 3982 is not statistically significant, the indicated
loss f 431,000 farm residents aluring the 2year period
from 1980 to 1982 does represenl'a statistically significant
.decline. (See "Reliability of the Estimates" in appendix B.)

\
DEMOGRAPHIC AND SOCIAL
CHARACTERISTICS OF THE
FARM POPULATION

Distribution. Forty-five percent of the farm population lived' \
in the North Cent,. al Region of the UniteiStates in 1982
(table B). The South, which until 1965 had life largest share
of the farm, population, ranked seconil, in 1982' with 35
percent.' The West and Northeast Regions contained just .as
13 and 7.5 percent of 11 farm residents, respectively:

'Banks, Vera 4. a d Calvin L. Beale, Farm Population Estimates,
1910.70, U.S. Department of Agricult re, Statistical Bulletin No.
623, July t973.

Table II. 'RegionaPDIstributien of he Farm .

copulation: 1982
(Numbers in thousands)

Region Number Percent

Total 5,620 100.0
Northeast..., 419 7.5
North (mare' 2,517 44.8
South, 1.955 34.8
Waft' 728 13.0

Source: Current Population Survey five-quartet
averages centered on April 1982.

a
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Most farm residents reside in nonmetropolitan territory;
howevet, in 1982, 1,8 percent of the feral` total lived within
the boundaries of standard meOropolitari statistical areas
(SMSA's) as defined in 1970 ( table 2). in comparison. about
69 percent of ponfarm residents lived in SMSA's. Metro
politan farm residents were prirharily concentrated the
sritalEer SMSA's; as reflected by the fact that about three-
fourths of metropolitan farm residents lived in rural parts of
SMSA's of less than inhabitant's.

.

Race "Ad Spanish origin. In 1982, Whites constituted 96
percent of all farm residents, a proporthnshat was iignifi
cantly higher than the 85 percent White among nonfarm
resident's (table th,3There were 179,000 Blacks on farms in
1982, which represented 3.2 percent of the total farm popu
lation. Blacks accounted for 12.1 percent of the nonfarm
population. Only 130,000 or 2.3 percept of farm residents
were of Spanish origin, whereas in the nonfarm population,'
persons of Spanish origin accounted for 6.4 percentof the
total. ,

Black farm residints have experienced higher rates of
decline than Whites over the period for which statistics have.
been collected. Nearly oglehalf Of the total Black population
lived on fertile in 1920, compared with just over one-fourth
of the total White population (figure-1 and table 1). These
proportions had fallen-to 21 and 15 percent, respectively,
by mid. century, and 1:4 1982, they had dropped to just 1
and 3 percent, respectively. Based on the previous farm
definition, upon which earlier data are based, the number of
Blackfarm residents declined by 71 percent between 1970
and 1982, while the number of White farm residents $ell by
25 percent. ;

Factors related to the disproportionate drop in the Black
farm population since,020 include the marginal economic
situation of this group and the consequ'eot difficulty in
sustaining a farm operation. the older age structure of
Black farm operators, and the smaller acreage and sales of
Black operated farms.2 These conclusions are used on data

'See also U,S. Commission on Civil Rights, The flellne of Black
Farming in America (Washington, D.C.: 19821

Table C. Farm and Nonfarm Population,by Race and Spanish Origin: 3982
(Numbers in thousands)

.

'taco
a

Total Farm

_

Nonfarm

Percent distribution

4
Total Farm 1 ,Nonfarm

All races
White

81 ack
.

Spanish origin;

s

:

4 .

1226,04 8

193.570
26.764

14,210

\ 5,620
5,39l

179

130

220:428
180,179
26,585

14,080

100.0

85.6
11.8

6.3

100.0
95.9
3.2

2.3

.

.'1

100.0
85.4'

12.1

,,

6.4

*The total U.S. population figure here differs polo that shown in table A because the latter refers to the total
resident population, whereas this and other tables`refer only to the civilian noninstitutional population.

=persons of Spanish origin may be of any race. .

a
Sources Current Population Survey

from the 1978 Census of Agriculture and relate to farm
operators rather than to the farm resident Population? Haily
ever, income data for farm resident families from the Current

five-quarter averages centered on April

tiAge of operator "long with acreage and value of products sold by
race of operator are* available from the 1978 Census of Agriculture,
Volume 1. Summary data from) this source end unpublished special
tabulations prepared for the Dcpartmem of Agriculture are as follows.

Age, acres, and sales

Percent of operators-
Under 35 years
35 to 54 years
55 to 64 years
65 years and over

Percent of operators with
farms-

., Etpder 50 acres
-).00 to99 acres .

100 to 178 acres
180 to 259 acres
260 saes end over

Percent of operators with
Agricultural sales -

Under $20,000
$20,000 to $99,9991 .

.$100,000 and fiver

. Operators

Black

172
36.2
27.9
29.0

58.6
18.7
13.0
4.2
5.5

6.4

White

16.4
43.8
23.6
162

26.9
15.6
17.4
9.9

302

92.3 63.3
27.6

0.9 9.2

1982. 0'

Population Survey (CPS) yield a similar picture. The 1978
median income of Black farm families was about twofifths
that of White farm families (table 14), and in 1981, the
proportion of Black farm residents in poverty was about
double that for White farm residents (table 13)..

_Agivandsek. The farm pi?putation has en older age structure
and thus a higher mediavge than the nonfarm" population.
In. 1982, the mediariaget ikf farm residents was about 35,
years as compared with 39 yiersfor the.nonfarm populatioh
stable 4). The farm population had a similar proportion of
children and teenagers as the nonfarm populatioo, a lower
proportion of young adults (20 to 34 years), and higher
proportions of persons 35 to 64 years old and of elderly
perAsotnos.

one the farm population was a young population,
with highproportioni of young adults and children. In 1920,
70 percant of farm residents were under 35 years old cow .

pared With 64 percent of nonfarm residents. By 1960, howl
ever / these proportions were 55 percent and 61 percent,
respectively. This change resulted in part from the heavy
oUtmigration of young adults from farms during the 1940's

/nd 1950's. l 1982, 50 percent of farm residents were under
age 35, compared with 57 percent of nonfarm residents.

0I

0

,
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Overall, there were .f08 mates on 41 arms for every, 100
females in 1982, a Considerably tugner ratio than the 93
mates per 100 females found in the nonfarmi,population.
By asie; howew, the ratio of men to women in the farm
population, in comparison to the nonfarm population, was
significantly.?2.1hiOr only among thtse 65 and over when
women hifrihe highest probability of being Widowed. The

, relatively high six ratio for farm residents at this age probe
ably refts a tendency toward outmigration or ssation

.of fv-ming activities upon the loss of a spZuse f r these
older former fanis resident women.

Marital status. A higiter proportion of farm residents, in com-
parison with nonfarm residents, were married and living with
a spouse, and* lower proportion were separated, divorced,
dr widowed. In 1982, 70 percent of farm women t5 years of
age and older were marred and Living With their husbands,
compared with 54 percent of comparable. nonfarm women
(figure 2 and /able 5). Amonamun 15 and tver.j8 percent
of those liking on farms 0n4 irtrpercent d those living ie
nonfarm areas were married with wives present.

The greater likelihood of being married was characteristic
of all but the youngest age category of farm women. Those
15 to 24 years old were just as likely to be marry as their
nonfarm counterparts (table 6). At all other ages, however,
the proportion married an4 liv;ng with ahusband was signifi
cantiy higher for farm women. At ages 55 to 64 years, for
domple, 89 pe nt of farm women were married with
husbands preset, compared with only 67 percent of non-
farm women. The propoitions of farm and nonfarm men
who were married with wives present were significantly

Figure 2

Marital Stales of Farm and Nonfarm Women 16 Years Old and Over: March 1982
h4rried, Husband Absent 1% Widowed

b.

4

5,

( 4.3 percent) was about one-third that of nonfarm families
. 1

(15.7 percent). :Mere' was no significant difference in the.
small proporlions pf farm and nonfarm families who were
maintained by a male householder (no wife present): 2.9
and 3,3 0r(cent, respectively.- ib

. .

Large/ families rthose with six or more persons) have
beome rarer in both the farm and nonfarm populations in
recent Years, taut the decline has been more pronounced for
farm families. In fact, there was no significant difference in

.1982 in the proportion of large families within the farm and
nonfarm populations. In 1975, large .fainilies constituted
13.1 percent of all farm families, by 1982, the proportion of
farm families that were e large hail been reduced by half to

F
1

1 .. 0

different until -age 65. For the 65-and-over age category,
O

ry
.

there was some eeklence that farm men. were more likely to
be married than nonfarm men. .

About 1.4 percent'of farm women 15 years and ovik
were currently divorced in 1982, a figure'about onefifth .

that of.the 7.6 percent reported by corresponding rionfirrn it
women. The prOportili orpect for farm men 15 years and
over (2.3 percent) Was abofit ontfialf that for nonfarm mien
(5.6 percent); .

s

Families Althou gh the average size of farm and nonfarm ".

families was clot significantly different in 1982a4out 3.3
persons for each residence grouptheir composition varied
(table 7). Data from the March 1982 CPS indicate that,
farm families were more likely than nor)farm families to
include a _married couple (93 verys 81 percent) and less i
likely ,to Pave a female householder (no husband present). , -

The proportion of farm families, maintained by a woman

O o

Married, Husband
Present

O

Divorced 1% ,

Single
o.

I

r .....
0401$
[BOLO MMMMMMMM
1 41111,
imurRommawaxon M

I"

Fairn Nonfarm
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'-6.4 percent. Fbr rionfarm femifies, the proportion with six
or more persons dropped from 9.6 1'644.5 percent over the
7year periods

Fertility. The fertility:of farm Women is higher than that of
nonfarm women (table D). Data foP June 1982 indicate that .
the average number of children bornto farm women -18 to
44 yeeis old (1,805 per 1,000 women) was.significantly

than the average born to nonfarm women of cOrn
parable.age (1,417 per 1;000yomen).

itfetimi expected births were also higher for farm
renononfarm vanten. The average number o) lifetime births
expected by fair women 18 to 34 years old %ices 2,373 per

-r,000 woolen, compared with an eipected 2,017 per tow
nordarin women.

JI

0
".

Table D. Fertility Characteristtts of Farm, and
Nonfarm Women; June 1982 .

.Characteristic
I-

Total Para Nonfarm

CNII.OREN EVER BORN PEP
1,000 WOMEN .

o
' Tot :1. 18 to 44 year

18 to 24 years...0

25.to29 years....,.......
.

30 to 34 years e.
.35 to 39 years ' .

40 to 44 years
.

so= p TO, 34 TY.AfiSi" .

' % I
Births to date per 1.000 women
Fdiure births expected per
1,000 women A

Lifetime births expected per
4;009 women ,

--:.

.

.,..

...

s;

.

. ,

1,424
407

1,176

1;332

2'405
2,7811

1.086

937

2, 023

1.805
33'6

1,394

2,328
2,757
3.276

1,283

1,090

2, 373

14417
407

1,173

1,723
2,193
24770

J,083

94

2;017

P ,r
Itpata limited to women reporting on birth expectations.

. Source: June 1982 Current Pdpulation Su Ivey.

ECONOMIC CHARMERISTICS OF THE
FARM FOFULATitoN

--- labor 'fora participation. For the five ciarters centered on
April 1982, can average of 2.9 million farm residents 14.
years old,and.over Were in the labor force, either employed
or seeking work (fable E).The labor force participation rate'
for farm residents (65 percent) was somewhat higher than--
the rate for nonfarm residents (62 percent). This difference
results from variations in rates by sex: Farm resident men
had a higher rate of labor force participation than nonfarm
mon, but the rate for farm women was below -that for non -

farm women, even though the labor force particiPatior; of

..s
farm women increased from 30 to 47 percent between 1990
and -1982.4 About 51 percent' re all nonfarm w4fnen14/
years old and over were either working orlooking for work
in 3982. .

Persons livt,pn fends in the combined NorthJrn and.
Western States ere more likely to be in the labor fo thiv.

q

See U.S. Bureau of the Census, Currint Population RePorts,
Series P27, No. 29, Estimates. of the RurelFerm Population of
the igited Sates: Aprit1.960: A

.
4

-
1a

were Southern farm residents. (Thin regional pattern also
exists in the nonfarm populetion.) Among persons 14 years
old and over living on farms in the North and WestA 67
percent were either working or looking fo? work in 1982in
comparison, persons on farms in the Sduih hta a labor
force participation rate of 60 percent (table 8).

Labor force participation was significantly higher among
White farm residents :than among Black farm residents. In
1982, the labor force rates fortheseAo racial gro s were
65 percent and52 percent. respectively "(teble 9).

I
Unemployment The rate of unemployment-: a proportion
of the civilian labor force Cbtrd tly without ob/ind looks -
ing for work -is relativf)ly TIC the"fann dodulatiop. In
1982, during the peak of the ecent business recession, only
3.6 percent of the labor fo living,on farms was unem-
ployed, when the comparable rate for the nalarm p'Optile
tion was 9.5 percent (table E). The frequency of-agricultural
workers holding two or more jobs is thought to contribtite'to
their- lower- unemployment rate. Fa-example, when a farm
operator with dual employment loses a nonferm job, that
pe,rson is still counted:as employed on the basis of farm
work,.1n 1980; 835,090 multiple job holders, abayt
sixth of the nationaltotel, had er least one job in agriculture.

bf tkis group, 03 percerit combined a primary job as a non-
agricultAlid wage and salmy worker with selfamplgyment in
agriculture - mainly on their own farms -asa secondary job.s

Within the farm residents labor force, unemployment -was
much higher emitelackthen among Whites; the rates of

.e
$;Taylor, Darliel E. and Edward S. Seliscensk. Iftlorkins on LON.

Schedules, Singlq and Multiple Jobholdes," Monthly Labor Review,
Vol. 105, No. 5, AIL 4786. Bureau of Labor Statistics, U:S. Depart-
ment of Labor, May 1982.

Table E. Employment Status Of the Fa/maid
Nonfarm Population 14 Yuri' Old
and Over, by Sex:, 1982

(Numbers ithorands)

Sex and employment otptus Farm Nentarm

.

Both sexes 4.524 174,044
In iota.. force 2.924 107,899

Percent of total 64.6 62.0

Employed 2,818 97,623
Unemployed 105 10,276

Percent of labor force 3.6 9.5

Not in labor force 1.600 66.144

halo 2.352 82,403

In labor force 1,899 60.970
Percent of total 80.7. 740

Enployck 1,838 55,072
Unemployed 61 5,898

Percent of labor force 3.2 941f
Not in labor force 453 21,433

Female 2472 91,641

In labor force 1.025 46,929
Percent of total 47.2 51.2

Employed 980 42,551
' Unemployed 45, 4,378

Percent of labor force 4.4 9.3
Not in,kabor force 1.147 44,711

Sourco: Current Population Survey fivo qUar ter
averages centered on April 1982: . ,
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unemployMenitin1982 for these twOracial groups were.2,i12
'. percan and 3.1 percent, respectively (table 9). The coin-

s parabi minfarni rates (not shown' in the tables) were 18.5
percen Iirplacks and 8.4 percent for Whites. Because of
tempi variability, the Black rates of unemployment were

-no sig ficantly different b./ residence, whereas the rate
' feelh it was looder for farm residents.

4, A

. Agritultural.and nonairicultural employment. IA 1982, 1.6I
= million, or 17 percent of the employed farm resident labor

force worked solely, of _primarily in the case of multiple
jobholders, 'in agrrcidure (table 8). giatn though farm rest-

. dents are more likely to be employelfMt agriculture than in
tagricultural industries, they do not represent the larger

shani °Vote, agricultural employment:Only 4% percent of
r: The average 3.5 million persons employed in agriculture

lived on farms in 1N/ (table F). The remainincf54 percent
lived in ncgtfarm areas. Intthe 1930 census (the first year for
which such data arelyallable) firsontiliving on farms con-

; stituted 87 percent 5f all agricultural tkorkors; This Proncr-
*, tioddropped to 75 percent in1960 and 83 percent :7e

The decline in tl)i proportion of egriculturaltwo \whb
are farm residents is largely due to the general trend among
farm wage workers to commute from nonfarm residences to
hem jobs. in49132, about B out of 10 wage and salary sigri-

workers did not reside on fa s. Abotherifactor is

_ 't r 'l. M'iPM7
t.

i 1 c
. t

k

.4 I Si
. .

classified as agricultural workers. Many of these peripheral
agr uitural activities are performed in nontarni settings.

Although farm resident* overall are more - likely to
employed hi 'agriculture an in none ultitraf indoSstilbs,
there are significant diff ncos by se*
farm men were most on emplo

ble 8)1. In 4p61.
in agriculture (89-

portent). 'whereas farm'women most often had a nonagri-
cultucal job (88 percent) (table 8). The large' proportion of
f arm women engaged. in nonagricultural work reflects, 'at
least in part, the .importance of supplemental nonfarin in-

", come to farm families. Data on income of tis average farm
operator family reveal that, in 1981, two-thirds of their
total income tame:from: nonfarm sources.' I

Southern farm residents are more likely to have nonfarm
-- jobs asotheir occupation than are farm residents In

the combined Northern aoci,WesticpStatos. ln 1982, about
half of the emploVedSeuthem %firm resident lab* force
were pilmarily engaged in nonagricultural ionuits; among
residents, on farms outside the South, only/ 38 percent were
so employed. Data on princjpalocculation d farm operators
also %fled this regional disparity. Accorarnxito the 1978
agricultural census, 56 pert fit of all Southern farm operators
spent half or more of their worktiine at Occupations other
thab farming. In contrast, for the combined Northern and
Western States, only/40 voiced Indicated that farming was

heir principal7ccupetiOn.° ,.

that agricultural emplpyment as a_ category includes' more About one-ha of allofar idents employed iiiiito
.

than ;farmers and farm laborers. These two occupathins agricultural incl4tries were in services and manufacturipg

oorninate the *industry; but "perions working On 'farms in (table 12). There was, however, a significant difference in4
4.

nations such has truck driver,bookkeepet and mecimic type of employment by sex. Farm women were more likely

'are air included. Additionally, persons employed in activities to be employed in service ,Industries: among farm men.

such ni veterinary -services, kennels, and landscaping are manufaaiuringwas tha leading nonfarm industry.
i1*

0 Cless,Of worker. in 1982, lore .was a difference in the class
According to census reports. thi rsnumber of wotke emplked

in agriculture in 1939 was 10.482.223, "f whom 9,141,362 were of worker distrIkution among agricultural workers by resi-
farm resklints. See' "United States Surat fry," Vol. Fifteenth -
Census of the United States: 1930, Based on CPS estimates, 4,026,000 1 'U.S. Department of Agriculture, Economic Indicators of the
of the 6,195,000 agricultural workers in 1960 lived on firms; in Form Sector: income and Balance Sheet Statisticf,;.1981, ECIFS 141
1970..2,333,000 of the total rt46,000 agricultural, workers lived ' Economic Research SarviCea Aufir '1982.
on farms. See Current Population Rertorts, Series P-27, No. 42, 'U.S. Bureau of 'the Census. '1978 Census of Agricrillure. Vol. 1,
Farm Population of the United States: 1970. ; Summary end State Data, Part 51, July 1981. . -

. `.
0

, .0

Table F. 'Farm apd Nonfarm Residents 14 Years Old end Over Emploiid in'Agriculture, by
Class of Worker and Sex: 1982 -*

(Numbers la'thousarids)

. I

Class of wbrker

. .

Both sexes male
.

female

Percent distribution

Both sexes Ntlej
%.,

Female

Total, agricultural workers. ..

Self-employed workers
wage and salary ioVkors..

.

Unpaid family workers

pane resident agrIculturit workers
Self-employed.workers
Wage and salary workees..
Unpaid family workers r

;

Nonfarm resident agricultural workers
Self-employed workers.
Wage and salary workois
Unpaid family workers

-.

4.4

,

:

,

3,534
1,661,,e

1,56e
31;

1.608

1,023

342
243

1,926
638

1.220
69

2,834
1,455
1,249

130

1:470

c891
.281

98

1.564
564
968

32

4

:
.1

'362

700
206
312
182

w

338

132
60

145

74

252
37

. 4

100.0

47.0
44.2

.
8.8

100.0

63.6
"21.3
15.1

roo.o
33.1
63.3

3.6

10d.0
5/.43

44.1
4.6

100.0
70.2

22.1

7.7
...

100.0
36:1
61.0

i 2.

100.0

29,4
44.6
26.0

100.0
39.1
17.8
42.9

100.0
20.4
69.6
.10.2

Current Population Survey five-quatler averages centered otkpril 1982.
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. dence (table F). Selfemployment was the major class of unchanged (table 14).9 This differs from the 14.8 percent
top in real median income experienced by farm families

during 1979.80.
Farm families are also more likely.to be in povbrty than

are nonfarm families. About one4ifth of Iiirm families, but
only one-tenth of nonfarm families, were below the poverty
level in 1981.

It, should be noted that income and poverty estimates
cited in this report are based on money income alone and
do not include thd value oFrioneash benefits. Previous(vork
by the 8ureab has shown that accounting for benefits such
as food stamps, subsidized school lunches; public housing,
Medicaid, and Medicare would substantially reduce the
estimated number.' of pock. In iddition, employer corafibu-
tions for pension and health plans and other fringe benefits-
are important sources of noncash income 'for many. in
viduals. These elempnts should be considered when come
paring income and poverty levels.

work (64 percent) among agricultural workers who lived on
the ferni. In contrasts among nonfjr,resideit agricultural
worktrs, ohly 33 percent were self ployed, and the largest
grodp-43 percentworked for wages or

'Theloverall dominance of self-employMent in agrirolture
'as the leading class of work applied to farm resident men

rk.-;onit(table 1941n4982, women living on farms and working
in agriculture were just as likely to be unpaictfamity workers
is to be self- employed. Cloth farm merl and women primarily

I -* employed in nonagricultural industries were mainly wage and
salary woikers. .

11.1 - income and poverty status.; Data from the March 1982 CPS
rshow that the median income of farm families continues to--

be substantially lower than that for`nonfarrn families...In
jl 1981, the median Income of farm;and nonfarm families was

n7,082 and $22,554.-respectively (table 131NAs illustrate,d
in figure 3.'farm famlies had a large -Concentration in the
laver income levels, -From 1980 to )981,--the iricome of
farmifamities; after adjustment for inflation, was essentially

i
1

1

Figure 3

i f%

oSee u.S. Bureau of tae Census, turrein Populerloir Reports,
Series P.60, No. 134, Money lecomeatcl-Povegy Stems of Families
and Persons in the United Stat 987/

income Distribution of Farm 'and Nonfarm Families: 1981.
Income

$50,0t2and over

$45,000 to $49,999

$40,000 to $44,939

$35,000 to $39,999

$lo,cott to $34,999

$25,000 to $29,999

$20,000 to $24,99

$15,000 to $19,999

,
'$10,000 to $14,999

$5,000 to $9,999

Under $5,000 or foss

=.
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Farm'

0

Nonfarm .

Wk\\\ \\ N

O
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RELATED REPORTS

Comparable figures for 1981 appear in Current Population
Reports, Series P-2/, No.455, Farm Population of the United
States: 1981, and earlier reports were published annually
beginning in 1961.

The 1982 five-quarter average data are not strictly com-
parable with data for earlier years be-cause of the introduc-
tion of 1980 census population controls. Application of
198,1based p9pulation controls to April-centered five-
quarter averages for 1981 raised the total farm population by

7

about 60,000. In 1978, a new farm definition was introduced
into the data series; the effects are examined in detail in
Series P-27, No. 52. In 1976, revisions were made in the
processing procedure for determining farm-nonfarm resi-
dence of the rural population. The revisions lowered the
total farm population by anestimated 130,000.

Although not fully comparable with the Current Popula
tion Survey, farm population figures for 1980. for States,
counties, and selected places Appear in 1980 Census of

.Population and Housing, PHC8042, Advance Estimates
of Some!, frmomic, and Housing Characteristics.

4
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Table 1. Total and Farm Population, by Race: 1920 to 1982
(Numbers In Wm:sands).

Year
.

...

.

. lbw Black

Total
population

Porn population.

Total
population

Farm population

Number of
persons

Percent
of total

Number of
persons

Percent
of total

CURRENT FARM larRaTiow

1982

1981

1980
1979
1978

b.
PREVIOUS FARM WINITION

/ /
1982

..

4
.

1981
1980

1979..

1978...

197
,,

5 01794 01 '

19301
19201...

1

193,570
189,056
187,633
186,080
184,806

193,570
189,056
187,633

186,080
184,806

174,641
158.832
134,942

118,215
110.287
94,821

5,391
5,486
5,714
5.891
6.064

6,556
6,564
6,828
7.111

7,482

. 8,775
11,852
19,715
'25.463

25,226
26.073

r-
2.8
2.9

3.0
3.2

3.3

3.4
3.5

3.6

3.8
4.0

5.0
7.5

14.6
21.5
22.9
27.5

%

26,764
25,930
25,502

25,104
24,/57

26.764
25,930
25,502

25,104
24,757

23,972
18,872

. 15,042

12,866
11.891
10,463

/

179
222
242

280
349

247
278
299

360
416

849
1.482

3.167

4.502
4,681
5,100

0.7
0,9
0.9

1.1

1.4

0.9
1.1

1.2

1.4
1.7

3.5
7.9

21.1

35.0
39.4
48.7

1Conterminous United States. e

Source: Current Population Survey five-qu ter averages centered on April for 1970 am:11liter years: Commis of Population:
1930-60 for 1960 and earlier years.

Table 2. Metropolitan and Nonmetropolitan Residence of the Farm and Nonfarm Population. by Race and
Spanish Origin: 1982

(Numbers in thousands)

Roos and residing:,

Total

,
..
Farm Nonfarm

Percent distribution

Total Farm Nonfarm

ALL RACES . .

. /

United States .. 1226.048 5,626 220,428 100.0 100.0 100.0
Inside 8NSA"s1 . 153,115 1,034 152.091 67.7 18.4 69.0
SuSies of 1 million or more ' 86,413 246 86,166 38.2 4.4 39,1
USA's of less than 1 million 66,712 787 65,925 29.5 14.0 '29.9

Outside SNSA's c 72,924 4.586 68,331 32.3 81.6 31.0

'min
,

United Scow . 193,570 5,391 188.179 100.0 100.0 100.0
Inside USA's .. 128,076 997 ' 127,080 66.2 18.5 67.5

SNSAs of 1 million or more 70,586' 244 70,341 36.5 4,5 9 37.4
SMSWe of less thom 1 million .. 57,491 752 56,738 29.1 13.9 30.2

Outside SMIAU
/

65,494 4,395 61,099 33.8 81.5 32.5

SLACK

United States j 26.764 179 26,585 100.0 100.0 100.0

Inolde :USA's . 20,520 34 20,486 76.7 19.0 7e.1

MA's of 1 million or sore. 12,973 2 12,970 48.5 1.1 48.8
011448 of less than 1 million.., '7,547 31 7,315 28.1 17.3 23.3

Outside SNOW' 4.144 145 6,099 23.3 81,0 22,9
. 6

SPANISH ORIGINS
.

.

United States.,. 14,210 130 14,080 100.0 14.0 100:0

Inside USA's 12,041 43 11,999 , 84.7 33.1 85.2
SMIA's of 1 million or more 7,792 12 7,781 54.8 9.2 '. 55.3

Skives of less than 1 million,.,., 4,248 31 4.218 29.9 23.8 30.0

Outside SHIA's 2,169 87 2,082 15.3 66.9 14.8

1The total U.S. population figure than: here differs, from that shown to table A because the latter refers CO the total ro idenc
population, eberaes this and °char cables refer only co the civilian nosinatitutional population.

ISOM'S refers to standard 'metropolitan statistical areas as designated in the 1970 census publications; Lee the section,
"Oefieltions and Explanations."

SPersoes of Spanish origin -ay be of any race.

Source: Current Population Survey five-quarter overarms centered on April 1982. 14
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Table 3. Farm Population, by Race; Spanish Origin, Age, and Sex: 1982 and 1980
(Numbers in thousands. For meaning of sysgoola...eee text)

Race and age
Both sexes Male Female

Percent distribution

Both sexes Male Female

'1982 1980 1982 1980 1982 1980 1982 1980 1982 1980 1982 1980
-i

All races ... 5,620 . 6,051 2,919 3.159 2,701 2,892 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0. 100.0
Under 14 years 4 1,094 1.146 367 398 329 348 19.3 18.9 19.4 18.9 19.6 18.9
14 rears and over 4,524 4,905 2,352 2,561 2,172 2,344 80.5 81.1 80.6 81.1 80.4 81.1

whits' 5,391 5,714 2,7.99 2,988 2,592 2,726 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 ' 100.0
Under 14 rears 1,055 1,065 547 336 SOB 309 19.6 18.6 19.5 18.6 19.6 18.7
16 years and over 4.336 4,649 2,253 2,432 2,084 2,217 80.4 81.4 80.5 81.4 80.4 81.3

Black 179 242 93 120 86 123 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100:0 100.0
Tinder 14 yeari r. 34 58 16 , 29 18 29 19.0 24.0 17.2 24.2 10.9 23.6
14 years and over 143 184 77 91 68 93 81.0 76.0 82.8 75.8 79.1 75.6

Spanish originl 130 113 70 58 59 54 100.0 100.0 (B) (8) . (8) (8)
Under 14 years.. 40 44 19 19 20 24 30.8 38.3 (B) (B) (B) (B)
.4 years and over 90 71 Al 39 39 32 69.2 61.7 (B) (B) (6) OA

IPersons of Spanish origin may be of any race.

--
Source: Current Population Survey five - quarter averages centered on April 1982 and April 1980.

Table 4. Farm and Nonfarm Population, by Age and Sex: 1982

For naming of symbols, see text) .(Numbers in thousands.

Age
Both sexes Male Penile

Percent distribut On

Both sexes Mal; Female

FARM

All ages

Abider 14 years
14 to 19 years
20 to 24 years

23 to 29 years
30 to 34 years
33 to 39 years
40 to 44 years
43 to 49 "years

50 to 34 years
SS to St years
60 to 64 years
63 years and over

4
Median ago years..

NONrAltM

All ages

Under 14 years..
14 to 19 rears
20 to 24 years.
23 to 29 years...
30 to 34 years
33 to 39 years
40 to 44 years.
45 to 49 years
SO to 54 issra
SS to 59 years
60 to 64 roars
63 years and over

Median age year...

3.620

1,096
660
397
334
316
336
333

326
356
372
363
732

35.1

220,428

46,385
22.345
20.361

19.313

17,966
14,707

11.911

10.633
10,957

11,064
10.015
24,487

2.919

567
356
216
184

162

169
168

%158
177

189

189

385

34.2

106,107

23,704
11.201
9.871
9,533

8,750
7,131
5,770
5,160
3,232
5,203

4,607
9,926

30.4 29.3

2,701

529

304
181
150

154
16/

163

168
179

183
174

347

33.9

114.321

22.681
11,144

10.490
10.041

9.216
7,577

6,139
5.496
5,706
5,861
5,409

14.560

31.5

100.0

19.5
11.7

1.1
3.9
3.6
6.0
3.9

5.8
6.3

6.6
6.3
13.0

(X)

100.0

21.0
10.1
9.2

8.9

8.2
6.7
3.4

4.8
5.0
5.0
4.3
11.1

(X)

100.0

19.4

12.2
1.4
6.3
3.3
3.8
5.8
3.4
6.1
6.3

6.3
13.2

(X)

100.0

22.3
10.6
9.3

9.0
8.2
6.7
5.4
4.9
3.0
4.9
4.3

9.4

(X)

100.0

19.61

11.3.
6.7

5.6
3.7
6.2
6.1

6.2
6.6

6.8
6.4

12.8

(X)

100.0.

19.8
9.7
9.2
8.8
8.1

6.6
3.4
4.8

3.0
5.1
4.7
12.7

(X)

90401: Current Population Survey five quarter averages centered ma April 1982.
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Table S. Farm and Nonfarm Population, by Mattel Status and Sex: March 1982
(bunbers in thousand*. For meaning of symbols, tee text)

Se* and marital status '
s.

All races White ' -Black

Total Pare Honiara Total Fare 'Nonfarm Total' Pare Nonfarm

Male, 15 years old and over ......

Mae
Married, wile present

Married, wits ebsent

Separated
Other

Widowed
Divorced. ,.. ....

'-''''

.

.

Percent.
Iiisibe

Married, ,.,ito present

Married, wit absent
Separated'
Other

Widowed . -

Divorced

tenets, 15 yesra old, d over
Single .

Married, husband present
Married, husband absent
Separated
Other "

Widowed
Divorced

Percent
Single..
Married, husband present..

Married, husband absent

Separated
Other

Widolfd
Divorced

..

. .....

.

-

1

83,958

24,912
50,294
2,286

1.569
717

1.661
4,605

100.0
29.7
39.9
2.7
1.9
0.9

\44111

92.228

.20,753
5::!::

2,776
710

10.706
6,899

100.0
22.5

54.5
3.8
3.0
0.8

11.7

7.5

2,200
376

1,500

. 37
10

'17

33
51

100.0

26,2
48.2
1.7
0.9
0.8

1. 6

2.3

2,132
429

1,500
23
9

14

150
29

100.0

20.1
70.4

1.1

0.4
0.7

7.0

1.4

81,758

24,333,
48,794
2,249

1,550
699

1.826
' 4,334

100.0

29.8
59.7,
2.8

1.9
0.9

2.2
3.6

90,097

20,324
48.744

' 3,463
2,767

696
10,646,
6,870

100.0'

22.6
54.2

3.8
3.1
0.8

11.8
7.6

73,285

20,604
45,562

1 1,683
1,083

399
1.534
3.902

100.0
28.1
62.2
2.3
1.5

0.8
2.1
5.3

79,391
16,334

' 45,561
2,314
1,767

347
9.-337

5,836

100.0
20.8

57.2
2.9

2.2
0.7
11.7

7.3

2,104
541

1.452

33'
17

16

33

46

100.0

25.7
69.0
1.6
0.8

0.8

1.6

1.2
.

2,044
394

1.450
14

5

14

146

28

100.0
19.3

71.3
0.4

0.2

0.7
7.1

1.4

71,181
20,063
4,4,110

1,651
1,068

583
1.501
3,856

100.0

28.2
62.0
2.3
1.3

0.8

2.1
3.4

77,547
16,160
44.102
2,295

1.762

533
9.181
5,808

100.0
20.8

- 56.9
-3.0
2.3
0.7
11.8
7.3

"

1

8,614
3,549
3,590
346
461
83

298 P

631

100.0
41.2
41.2

6.3
5.4
1.0

3:5
7.3

10,511
3,686

3.313
1.074
963
111

1,305
932

100.0
35.1

33.4
10.2

9.2
2.1

12.4
8.9

79

29
39

4
2

1

2

5

100.0

36.7
49.4
5.1
2.3

1.3
*- 2.5

6.3

79

32
36
4
4

' 4
5
1

100.0

40:5
45:6
3.1
5.1

6.3
1.3

8,534

3,520
3,331

542
439,

03,

296
621:

100.4
41.1
41.6
6.4
5.6
1.0

3.5
7.3

10,4312

J4613
3,47
1,070

959
111

1,301
9?1

100.0

35.0

3.0
'''''--,21).3

fa
1,1

22.3

8.9

Source; March 1982 Curran% Population Survey.
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Table 6. Farm and Nonfarm Population. by Marital Status, Age, and Sex: March 1982
(Numbers in thousand.. Ty meaning of Symbol., see tokt)

Ago sad write' status

Male

Yam

)(unbar Percent

1; to 24 year;
Single
Married. spouse present...
Married, spouse absent
Separated .

Other
Widowed
Divorced

25 to 34 years
Slagle
Married, spouse preiont.
Married. spouse absent....

Separated

Other
Widowed.

Divorced

35 to 44 years
Slagle
Married, spouse present
Married, anus. absent

Separated'
Other

Widowed

Divorced

45 to 54 years
Single
Married, spouse present
Married, spouse absent

Separated
Other

Widowed....

Divorced

55 to 64 years
Single..
Married, spouse present
Married, spouse absent
Separated
Other

Widowed
Divorced

65 years old cud over.
Stull.
Married, spouse present.

Married, spouse absent
Ululated
Other

Widowed
Divorced

490
430
46

1

5

6

358
78

264
6

1

11

326
21

285
7

CI 2

13

313

19

280
4
3

5
5

358
12

329

5
2
2

4
8

356
16

298

.8
2
6

26

9

100.0
87.8
9.4
1.4
0.2

1.,

1.2

100.0
21.8
73.7
1.7
1.4
0.3

3.1

100.0
6.4

87..4

2.1
1.8
0.6

4.0

109.0
6.1
89.5

1.3

1.0

-

1.6
1.6

190.0
3.4

91.9

1.4
0.6
0,6

1.1
2.2

100.0
4.5

83.7
2.2

1.
7.3

2.5

Source: birch 1542 Current Population Survey.

Yeaele
a

Monism . Farm Nonfarm

Number I Percent Number Percent' Number Percent

19,704 100.0 452 100.0 20,014 100.0
16.617 84.3 341 75.4 14.354 71.7
2.695 13.7 97 21.5 4,717 23.6
257 11.3 11 2.4 523 2.6
127 0.6 4 0.9 365 1.8
130 17 0.7 6 1.3 168 0.8
2 15 0.1

133 0.7 3 0,7 403 2.0

18,731 100.0 344 100.0 19.269 100.0
5,097 27.2 36 10.5 3.442 17.9
11,550 61.7 301 .87.5 12.654 65.7

642 3.4 4 1.2 1,076 5.3
471 2.5 4 1,2 t 873. 4.5
169 0.9 153 r0.8
14 0.1 118 0.6

1,430 7.6 2 0.6 2,029 10.5

13,079 100.0 311 100.0 13,685 100.0
1,165 8.9 13 4.2 776 $.7

10.163 77.7 286 92.0 10,027 73.3
457 3.5 3 1.0 796 5.8
342 2.6 691 5.0
116 0.9 3 1.0 105 0.0
44 0.3 2 0.6 329 2.4

1,252 9.6 7 2.3 1,756 4'8

10,448 100.0 339 100.0 11,222 100.0

566 5.4 14 4.1 438 4.1
8,490 814 306 90.3 8,255 73.6

359 3.4 1 0.3 508 4.5

254 2.4 422 3.8
103 1.0 1 t. 86 0.8
161 1.5 12 3.5 777 6.9
873 8.4 6 1.8 . 1,224 10.9

9,840 100.0 374 100.0 11,298 100.0
459 4.7 10 2.7 475 4.2,

8,19) 83.2 333 89.0 7,573 67.0
295 3.0 364 3.2
214 2.2 281 2.5
81 0,8 84 0.7

351 3.6 28 7.5 1,991 , 17.6
545 5.5 3 0.8 895 7.9

9,954 100.0 311 100.0 14,609 100.0
432 4.3 15 4.8 819 5.6

7,707 77.4 177 56.9 5,567 38.1
240 2.4 4 1.3 247 1.7
142 ti 1.4 136 9.9
98 1.0 4 1.3 110 0.8

1,254 12.6 109 35.0 7,415 50.8
321 3.2 7 2.3 562 3.8

I

17

4
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Table 7. Characteristics of Farm and Nonfarm Families, by Race: March 1982
(Numbers in thousands. For meaning of symbols. see text)

.

Characteristic
All races ' elite Black

Total! Farm' Nonfarm Total Farm Nonfarm Total. Farm Nonfarm
.

All fealties. .

TYPE OF FAMILY
1

Marriedlcoople faelliee
Other familial)

Rale householder
Female householder .

SIZE OF FAMILY ,

Two persons.. .

Three persons.. . t

Four persons....
Five persons. r
Six persons. ...
Seven or more'persons

Total persons
Average per family

MIMS UNDER 18

All families

.

No members under 18
One member under 18
Two menhirs under 18........ . . ...........

Three or more members Older 18

Total members under 18
Average per family:.,.

MOM 18 TO 64
. ,

All families
No lumbers 18 to 64
One member 18 to 64

o

1wo'neebers 18 to 64...
Three or more members 18 to 64

,i,

Total members 18 to 64,
Average per family

'

mummks 65 AamovER

All families....
No members 45 and over
One member 65 end over
Two ambers 65 and over.. A

Three ors** members 65 and over

Total mestere 65 sbd over..

Average per family

OWN MILDEW t5DER 18

All families..." .
No own children under 18
With own children under 18

One oemcchild under 18 ........

Two own children under 18
Throe awn children under 18
/Our or more own children under 18

loyal own children ender 18
Average per family.

Average per family wIth children

...

..

.

. ..

.

.

. ...

. ,

.

61,011

.

49.630
11,389
1.986
9,403

24,426

14,079
12,5941
5,971

2,409
1,539

118,541
3.25

61,019
28,382

13,303
12,009
7,324

61,855
1.01

61,019

5,260
9,369

35,659
10,731

119,516
1.96

e

.61,019
49,850
5,311
5,734

124

'17,010.
0.28

61,019
30,007
31,012
12,710
11,612

4,544
2,126

57,892
0.95

1.87

4

1.598

3,483

116
47
69

664
334
alo
187
60

421

,5,226
3.27

1.598
850
281
289
178

1,467
0.92

.

1,598
f51
189
927
323

3,211
2.01

1,598
1,230
187

176

5

548
0.34

1,598
881
717

268
287
108
55

1,397
0.87
1.95

59,421

48,147
JI1,274

1.939
9,335

23,761

13,745
12.284
5.784
2,349
1,498

193,315

3.25

59,421
27,132

13,022
11,720
7,149

60,389
1.02

59,421
5,101
9,181

'34,732

10.406

116.384
- 1,96

0

,

59,421
48,619
5,123

5,558
120

16,542
0.28

59;421
29,126
30,295
12,462
11,326
4,436
2,071

56,496
0.95

1.86

53,261

45,007

8,262
1,642
6,620

22,072
12,248
10,908

5,020
1,900
0,011

14,911
3.19'

53,269

25,999
11,363
10,251.
5,655

50,713
0.95

53,269
4,902
7,299
31,925

9,143

103,691

1.23

53,269
43,243
4,592
5,319

116

15,517
' 0.29

53,269
27,033

26,237
10,963

9,982
3,696
1,596

48,431
0.91

1.85

1.547

1,437
110

44
66

-

648
.329
306
174

57

34

5,008
3.24

1,547
831
270
281

4166

1,395
0.90

1,547
155

180
909

303

3,082
1.99

1,547
1,192

180

172

5

531

0.34
,

1,547
858
689
258
274
105

53

1,346
0.87
1.95

51,722

43.569
8.152
1,598
6,554

.

21.424
11,919
10.692
4,846
1,843

997

,164.913
. 3.19

51,722
25,168
11,093
i 9,970
5,491

49,318
0.95

51,722
ei,746

7,119
31,016
8,840

100,609

1.95

51,722
42,051
4,411
5,147
* 111

14,986
0.29

51,722
26,175

25,547
10,705
9,709
3,591
1;543

47,085
0.91
1.84

4,413

.

3.535
2,878
273

2,605

.2,024

1,550

1,264
757
406

412

23,423
3.65

6,413

1,957
1,640

1.416
1,400

9,219
1.44

6,413
317

1,905
2,937
1,254

12,893
2.01

6,413
5,470

583

354
7

1,311

'0.20

6,413

2,495
3,918
1,480
1%294

695
450

7,704

1.20
1.91

43

A

33
6

3
3

14

5

3
10
3

7

187

(8)

43
16

11

5
12

63

(8)

43

3
9
14

17

109

.(8)

43
31
8

4

I5

(8)

43
19

24
10
10

3
,2

42
(D)

(8)

6,370

3.497

21872
270

2.602

z 009
1,545
1,261

747

403

404

23,236
, 3.65

a

6,370

1;941
1,629
1,411
1,388

9,156
1.44

6,370

314
1,896
2,923

1,236

12,785
2.01

.

6,370
5,438

575
350

7

1,296
0.20

6,370
2,476
3.1294

1,470
1,284
692
448

7,662

1.20
1.97

Source; March 1982 Current Peculation Survey.
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. Table 8. Employment Status of the Farni Population 14 Years Old and Over. by Sex, for 1982 Ind 1980,
, and Region, for 1982

cxwit,i), in thousands)

a
Sex and eiployment atom,

.

\ .

.

Vatted

States .

North and
West. 1982 South. 1982

Percent distrAkion '

't

, Unita
States

North sad
west, 1982 South, 19821982

.--.-
1980

e
1982 1980

Poch es.

In labor for li .,,.

Rot in labor orc:

In Iabor force

ZsP1070 ' 14

Agricultu
Nenagricul rat Industries--

Unemployed; .. ...,

Male 444 w

In labor force
Not An labor force '

In labor force
Deployed ............ 4...4..4
Agriculture
Nonagricultural industries...:.

VSemployed

Yell°
In labor tore*
Rot in labc,force,t.

i

In labor force. .1,,

Inployed 4
Agriculture. %.r
Nonagricult 1 industries

Unemployed. .j -

4,524

2.924
1,600

2,924
2,818
1,608
1,210

105

2,352
1,899
453

1,899

4,838
1,270
568
61

2,172

1,025
1.147

1,025

980
338
642
45

4,905

3,139
1,766

3,139
3,057
1,642
1,415

82

. .

2,561
2,066

496

2,066
2;028

.1,307
720
38

2,344
1,073
1,271

1,073
1.029
33A
695

44

'

2,896

1.945
951

1,945
1,885

1,161

724
60

1,520

1,257

264

1,257
1,221
898
323
36

1,376

688
687

688

664
263
401
24

1.629
979
650

979
933
446
487

44

832
643

189

c143
TI7
371
246
25

797
336
461

336
316

75

241
21

t

.

1

100.0
64.6
35.4

100.0

96.4
55.0
'41.4

.
3.6

..00.o

80.7
19.3

.100.0

6.8
9

29

3.

100.0
47.2
52.8

100.0

95.6
33.0
62.6
4.4

100.0
64.0
36.0

100.0
97.4
52.3
45.1

2.6

too. o

80.7
19.4

100.0
98.2
63.3
34.8
1,8

100.0

45.8

54.2

100.0
95.9
31.1
64.8
4.1 '

100.0
67.2
32.8

.

100.0
96.9

59.7
3752

, e./.

too:O
82.7
17:4

100.0
97.1
71.4
25.7
2.9

100.0
50.0
49.9

100.0
96.5

38.2
58.3
3.5

''-' ;.

i

i

4

.

ILE.19IL

100.0
95.3
45.6
49.
4.7

too. 0

77.3

22.7

100.0
96.0
57.7
38.3
3.9

100.0

42.2
57.6

100.0

94.0
22.3
71.1

6.3

Source:. rent Population Survey five-quarter *wrests centered on April 1982 and April 1980.

:19
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tablet. Employment Status of the Farm Peitu titian 14 Years Old and Over, by Race and Se*,
for Regions: 1982

(Huebees in thousands,, For seanlag of symbols, see text)

.

.146, sex, sad employment etatmi
.

'

United
States

.

.
b

North and West

i

Booth

_
.

Percent distribution

United
States North and Vest

t

South

WHITE -

Both sexes. ...

In labor force
Not in Isbor force *

.

In labor force...,
Employed '

Agriculture
Nonagricultural industries

Ilueseployeet 04A

Male
in labor torus

,Ent in labor force .
'

,

In labor force 4.

,

Employed
Agriculture
Nonagricultural industries

110,plOyed .

FeEd0
In labor force .
Not In labor force

In labor force
Employed
Agricultuie
Nonagricultural industhes..

Unemployed
,

ELAM
.

Both sexes
In labor force
Not in labor force

.

In labor force
Employed '

Agriculture
Nonagricultural industries

Unemployed

Male
In labor ton

.

e
`Not in labor force

In labor force
Employed
Agriculture

Sonegeleelturel industries
Unemployed 4

'

Female....... ,

In labor force '

Not in labor force..

In labor force
Employed
Agriculture
Nonagricultural Industries

Unemployed

.

.

A

.

4

(
..

.

...

/

.

'

.

4.336
2.824
1,512

2;824

2,7M
1,550
1;176

88

2,253
1,831
421

1,831
1,780
1,228
552
51

2,084
993

1,091

993
056
332

624
37

145
75

7Q

75

53 :

23
15

77
52
24

52
44
34
10

8

.68
22
46

22
15

2

13
7

/

.

d

o

...

----

'
I

.

2,864
1,927

036

1,927
1.870
1,153

. 716

58

1,504
1,247
238

1,247
1,211
893

. 319

34

1,U0
680
660

' 680
657
260
108
23

o
-
-

«
-
-
-

-

-

.

-
-

-

: -

-

-

-

. .

_.

'

.

'

.

1.472

897
575

897
866
407
460
30

748
585
163

585
569
334
234
17

724
312
412

312
298
72

226
14

.

144
74
70

.

'74
50

36
23
15

77

52
' 24

52

44

34
10
0

68
22

46

22

15

2
13

7

is

:

1V0.0
65.1
34.9

100.0
96.9-'
55.2.,

41.6

3.1

100.0
81.3

18.7

100.0
97.2
67.1
30.1

2.8

oca
47.6
52.4

100.0

06.3
33Y4
62.8

3.7

100.0
51.7
48.3

100.0

78.7
48.0
30.7
20.0.

100.0
67.5

31.2

:(li)

(8)

(B)

(8)
(B)

(II)

(8)

(8)

(8)

18)
(B)

(8)

(B)

i.

,

.

t

.

.

.

'

100.0

67.3
32.8

100.0
97.0

59.8
37.2
3.0

100.0
82.9
17.2

100.0
97.1
71.6

,25.6

2.7

100.0'

50.0
50.0

100.0
06.6
38.2
58.5
3.4

(8)

(8)

(8)

(6
(B)

(0)

(8)

(8)

(B)

(8)

M.

(8)

(B)

(B)

(B)
(a)

(8)

(8)

(B)

(8)

(B)

(B)

(B)

(B)

.

.

\

.

100.0
60.9

39.1

100.0

96.5
45.4
51.3
3.3

100.0
78.2
21.8

100.0
97.3
57.1
40.0
2.9

100.0
.43.1
56.9

\

0.0g
55
23.1
72.4
4.5

100.0
51.4

48.6

(B)
(8)

(B)

(0)

(8)

100.0
67.5
31.2

(0)

(B)

(8)
(8)

(8)

(8)

"(8)

(8)

(8)

(8)
(8)

(B)

(8)

Source: Current ropulatioa Survey five- guirter *wave 'entered on April 1982.
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*able 10. Farm Residents 14 Years OldAnd Over Employed in Agriculture and Nonagricultural industries,
by Class of Worker and,Sei, for 1982 and 1980, and Region, for 1982 ' .

. -
(Munhers to thousands) f.,

..

Gex and class of worker
0.1ted States 4

-',

111r.th And

Vogel 198
South,

1982

. Percent distribution

United States
North and

West. 1982 South, 19821982 1980 1982 ' 1980

MAL WORKERS

, Both sexes
ialf-employed workers...
Wage and salary workers...
Unpaid family workers

.

Nile v. ...,
Self-employed workers
Wigs and salary workers

Unpaid family workers ..
- t

Female /..,480
set:4010,04 workers..
Wats.arl salary workerf.
Unpaid faallk workers/ .

'

TOTAL AORiCULTURIti. #RICERS

0,

.4/
Both sexes:.;"

Self - employed workers

Wage and salary tinkers
,

Unpaid faulty workers
t

. lisle
Self.eaployed:workers..

Wage and salary workers

Unpaid family workers
P.

Male. , v
Self -esplbyed workers
Wage and* salary workers

Unpaid/fully workers *

TOTAL ciONAOREtrURAL WORKERS

/ Both sexes
Seif.-esployad itorkertm

Wage and salary torkers
;humid foally.wohuars.

Male
Self-employed worke.rs
Wage and salary worker's

Unpaid family workers...

Female

1070d.workers
Wage and salary workers

Unpaid family workers

.

4

4 .

A.

.....

'

2,81$
1,151
1,411

25/

.1,838
961
775

.102

190
631

' 154

,

1.60e
1,023

342
243

1,270

t$91
281

. 98

338
132
,60

145

1,210
128

1,069
13

i 568
70

494
' 4

642
58

575
9

''.'

,

Z,

3, 05 7 ('

1,195

1,564
297

tr9;$
4033

889
105

1,029
.162
675
192

.

1,642

1,034

-. 326
282

1,307
430
274

104

334
05
52

178

1,415

161

1,239
16

720
103

815

2

695
58
623.
14

a

:

'

'

. .

1, 885

. 820
864
201

"1,221
0 687

456
78

664
133

x 40$'

124

.

1,161
/43

227
191

.

898
645
180

74

263
98
48

118

724
77

636
10

323
42

276
3

401
35

360
6

1

."

.

.

t)

9e3
331
547
55

617
273

319
25

316
57
228
Jo

446
280
115

51

671
246
102

'1.24

75

34
13

27

487
51

433

4

246

28
217

1

241
23

213

3

too.o

40.8

50.1
, 9.1

100.0
' *52:3

42.2
5.5

100.0

19.4
. 64.9

15.7

160.0
63.6

, 21.3

. 15.1

100.0
70.2

.." 22.1
7.7

.

100.0
.39.1

17.8

42.9

4

100.0
' 10,6

88.3
2.1

100.0

12.3
87.0
0.7

100.0
9.0
89.6
v 1. 4

'.

.'

.

.

100.0
34.1
51.2
9.7

100.0
50:9

43.8
5.2

100.0

15.7
65.6
18.7

100.0
63.0
19.9

17.2

100.0
71.2
21.0
CO

100.0

31.4
f 15.6

53.3

100.0
11.4
87.6

t 1.1

100.0
. 14.3

85.4
0.3

100.0
. 8.3
89.6

, 2.0'J

, ,

.

100.0
43.5
45.8

-10.7

0

100.0
56.3
37,3
6.4

00.0
20,0
6144
18.7

100.0
64.0
19.6
16.5

1oo.11

71.8

20.0
8.2

100.0
37.3

18.3
44.9

100.0
10.6

87.8
1.4

100.0
13.0

85.4
0.9

100.0
8.7

89.8

1.5 I

1

..

4

4

.

.

.

4
.. .

100.0
35.5
58.6
5.9

100.0
44.2
51.7
4.1

100.0
18.0
72.2
9.5

.

too.a
62.8
25.8
11.4

100.0
66,3
27.5
6.5

100.0
45.3
17.3
36.0

100.0
10.5
88.9
0.8

100.0
11,4
88.2
0.4

10*. 0

-9.5

89.2
1.2

Source: Current Population Survey five - quarter averages centered on :April 1982 and April 1980.

a-
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Utile 11. Farm Residents 14 Yeacrel.Old and Over Employed in AgricUlture andlionagricultuill industries,
by Class fif Worker,,Ra , and See, for Regions; 1982

(Numbers in thousands. Por nee:sing of symbols, see text) . t

.
'S

e- .
.

Race, set, and alass of worker

$

tl.

$

'

',

Agricultural .

workers

-

Nonagricultural
IX% rs

Percent distribution
. -

-
Agricultural

workers
:006agriculr rill

wor low rsi

United
rime*

.North
and

West South

.

United
State

North
and

' West
_

South
United
'States

North
and
West South

,

!

United
States

North
and

Went South
. .

sans

Both. ;sues

Selt-employed workers.
Wage and sakary workers..
Unpaid family workers
C

lisle
.

.

Belt-smplovid workers
wog* and salary workere. .

Unpaid family workers

Female.... .
Solt- employed workers
Wage and *slam workers,
Unpaid family workers

BLACK

Boh sexes
Salt-empIoyod workers
Wags and salary workers
Unpaid family Workers.. ..y1

) .

lisle

Selteqployd workers
wsge an salary workers
Un)sid family corkers.... . : ...

?eagle
Solt - employed corkers

wage and salary ivorkere

Unpaid family workers

.

.

.......

.

.

',

.

.

.

1,559
1,011
307
242
*

1,220
881

' 249
' 97

332
129

58
.144

36
4

32
-

34
4
30

2
-

.

1,153
737
225
191

893
642
Ilk
74

.

260

96
47
118

.

-

-

-

.-
-

-

/11-

-A
-

.

407
274
82

51.

334
240
71
24

72

- 34
11
27

.

.

' 36
. 4

32

34
, 4
30
-

2

-
2

1,176

126
1.037

13

552
70

478

4
,

624
57
559
9

23

1

22

.10

-

10

, -

..

. 13

I

12

-

1.-.716

. 76
' 630

9

319
42
272
° 3

398
34

358
6

-
-

-,

-

-
$ -

-

-

-

-
-
-

.

4

.

.

460
50

407
4

234
28

206
1
.

226
22

201
3

.
.

23

1

22
-

10

.-

1J

-

13"

1

12

-

100.0

_64.8
'19.7

15.5

100.0
71.7

20.3

7.9

10040

38.5
17:5

43.4

(B)

(s)

(B)

(B)

(ll)

(a)

(B)

(8)

(8)$

(0)

(8)

(8)

100.0

63.9
19:5,

16.6

100.0
11.9
19.9

8.3

100.0

36.9
18.1

45.4

(B)

(a)

(B)

re)

(B)

(8)
(B)

(3)

(B)

(B)

(B)

(B)

100.0
67.3
20.1
12.5

100,0
71.9
21.3

7.21

't.,

(B)

(B)

(B)

(0)

1

iB)
a)

/(e)

10)
... r

J0(8)
ii ' (2)(2).
h (B)
/r (10

IC.

g (01

, (B)

i (b)

(0)

.100.0

10.7
88.2

' 1.1

100.0
12.7

86.6
0.7

100.0

9.1
89.6
1.4

..

(B)

(e)

(B)

(B)

(B)

(s)

(a)

(B)

(S)

(B)

(B)

100.0
10.6
88.0
1.3

100.0
13.2
85.3

0.9

..100.0
8.5

89.9

1.5

.

(B)

(a)

(B)

(B)

(B)

(B)
, (e)

(0)

(B)

(B)

(B)

.(0)

100.17

10.9
88.5

0.9

100.0

12.0

88.9
0.4

- 100.0
9.7
88.9
1.3

.(B)
(B)

(B)
(B)

(s)
(B)

(a)

(B)

.03)

(0)

(B)

(0)

Source: Current$Population Survey five-quarter averages ceptered on April 1982.
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Table It Industry of Employed Fjym Rents, by Sex, for Regions: 1262
(Seems is tbouteiad. for meaning at symbols, se;tist) 1/

.

I
17

6.1 asd industry 4

a

Suited
State'

Worth
sad West

.

4.

South

Poreat distribution .4110

United
States

Worth
*ad West South

WITS SIKAS %

.

.
.

Total eaploy?d, 14 yearrold and over.....
4 o

Agriculture........ . -- ' . :

Woaagricultursotandutries

Sowigrieultural industri
Mining ... .. e
Coastruetioa... ... ..... .. ..

Nanutasturilm
.

. ......
Transportation, communications, *ad other
publie,utiliii

Wholesale trade r

Retail trade... ...... a
Piaaes, agoras**, *no reel estate
Service industries

Public admialetrattoa . ,
.

Klux
_1 - .

, Total employed. 14 year old and Over..

Agriculture.
Wonagpicultbral industries. . '

co' 4'.

Wosagriculhurel industries ..... . '... .. .... :.

tliniag... .. .... 666666666666666" ....... 66
sopstructieu... 2

ifteuteeturiom. .... 6666,16

Tranaperlation conmunicationsr, and other
public Utilities.. '

1
- 'Wholesale trod; '

paean trade
Yinamm, insurance. lid reel estate '

Service folustri....
Public adaimitratioo

PISAL8, c

.

Total outplayed. 14 'sere old over.,..

Agriculture
8anagricultural ioduatries... .. .. .

Wonsgricultural industries
Mining . ,

ecoatruotioa
Manutacturing............/ ."...."."....
Transportation, communications, *ad other

r-public_pUiliviss
Wholesale trsiiii;.7.777-..- , .. ,
Retail trade

__

Tisanes, insurance, a n d real *stets .
Service industries
Public adminitration t

'

:2.616

1,40$
12:0

2,210
17

106
258

73

44
212

54
184
62

1, 838

...

-1270
566

S46
15

94
163

48
31
78

14

' 91
14$

960

116
642

642
2

12

95

25

13

._ 135
40
293
26

1,661

1441
724

724
0

...MI
136

44
26
134

35.
246
33

1,221

,
896
323

323
7

$2
. 69

26
19

46
9
57

. 16

664

263
401

401:
1

6

47

16

9
86- 27-

169

17

'

.

.-

-

:

=

4

.

.

.

31
4

446

487

487

13

48
122

29

16
76

16

139

29

.
.

617

4
3n
246

246

'6
42

74

22

12

31
4.

35

19

.'3U,

75

241

241
-
6

46

6

.. 4
47

_ 14
9:14

11

100.0

$7.1
'42.9

100.0
1.4
8.6

21.3

6.0
3.6
17.5
4.5
31.1.4

. , 3.1

,

100.0

49.1
30.9

.

1000
2.6

16.5
28.7

6.5
5.5
13.7
2.5

16.0
'6.2

.

100.0

' 34.5
. 65.5

100.0
' 0.3

1.9

' 14.6

,

' '3.9
2.0

21.0
6.2

45.6
4.4

.
e

.

4

,

-'

. 100.0

41.1'
38.4

100.0
;.1.

6.0.

% 16.6

-
6,1

3.9
16.5

4.5
34.0
4.6

106.0

73.5
. ' 26.5

100.0
2.2
16.1
27.6

8.0

5.9
14.2
2.8

,A! 17.6
ItiF 5.0

.

100.0

39.6
60.4

100:0
0.3
1.5

11.7

4.5
2.2

21.9
6.7

_ _ _47 ...1_

. 4).2

,

.

.

-
=

...

100.0

'47.6
$2.2'

0

100:0
1.6
9.9

25.1

6.0
3.3
16.0
1;7
26.5
6.9

.
.

100.0

40.1

19.9

100.0
3.3
17.1
30.1

8.9
4.9
12.6
1:6
14.2
7.7

100.0

23.7
76.3

100.0
-

2.3
19.9

3.3
1.7
19.5
5.8

"43.2_
"4:6

Souris: .Carrene Population Survey five-quarter overages centered an April 1962.
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Table 13. Income and Poverti.St;atus.of Farm and Nonfarm Families, by'Race of Householder: 1981
(Millen as of March 1982. For emutini of aPRolv, see text)

- k .
°.Cbitracteristio

.

All races ibite Slack

' Total .Yana NonNonfarm
*..

,DUI
_

Nonfarm Totfl Font Ratan'

Total fer,tkles.. thousands..
. .
Parcent of fabilabb by 1981 ineae....A..

Yoder $2,508 or loss
$2.500 ro $4,999
$5,000 to.$7,4915.. .f..
47.500 to 49.999
410.000 to $14,999.

15,000 to $19,999
120,000 to $24,999 ,
25.000 to 429,999

$30,000 to $34,999
635.000 to $39,909
$40,000. to $44,999
$45400 to 449.999
450. goo sod over... '

1 '
limiters miss dollars..
Moan looms dollars

Percent of fauilits--
Dolor, poverty level
Above poverty leirel

Percent of persons--
Below poverty level .
Above poverty level ,

61.019
.

'' 100.0
2.1

" 3.7
5.5
6.0

23.5
12.6
12.6
11.2

' 9.1
6.8
4.7
3.4
8.9

22.388
25,838

11.2
813.11

14.0
86.0

,

1.598
-
100.0

9.4
4.3

--- 6.3
1.0

'12?8
12.4
13.6
8.0
7.1
3.5
2.9
2.1
5.6

17,082
19,867

20.3
79.7

23.0
77.0

'59,421

100.0
1.9
3.7

.-- 5.5
5.9

13.4
-12:6

12.5
11.2
9.1
6.9
4.8

. .3.4
9.0

.)
22,554
23,998

11.0
69.0

13.8
86.2

,
53;269

100.0
1.7
2.8

-4.7
5.6

13.2
12.6
13.0

. 11.5
9.6
7.1
5.0
3.6
9.7

23.517
26,934

6.B
91.2

11.1
88.9

.
1,547

.100.0

9.7
3.9

. 6.2
. 6.9

17.6
12.3
23.6
; 8.0
.7.4
13.6
3.0
2.1

, 5.7

17,248
20,013

f 19.8
80.2

.

22.0
78.0

51.722

100.

1.5
' 2.7
4.6
5.5

'13.0
',12.6

13.0
11.6
9.7

. 7.2
5.1'
3.7
94

23,742'
27,141

8.4
91.6

10.8
89.2

6.413

100.0

5.2
13.5
12.2
9.4

16.5
12.4,
- 9.6
8.2

' 44
(.0
2.1
1.8
2.1

13.237
16,696

10.8
69.2

34.2
65.8

43

(8)
(B)
(8)

' (8)
00

,,,,, (0)
. 00

(B)
(B)
(8)
(8)
(1)
(B)
(8)

(8)
(1)

(8)
(8)

t 49.3
50:7

.

,

'

°

6.370

100.0
. 5.2

11.4
12.2

A*=1.4
16.5
12.4
9.6
8.2
4.9

v 4.0
2.1
1.8
2.2

13,284
16.724

30.7
69.3
1

34.1
65.9

Source: March 1982 Current Population Survey.

Table 14. Median--income of Far:m and Nonfarm Families, by Race of Householder: 1970 to 1981. ,
(In 1981 dollars. ronlIle; as of March of too folloolvt roar. For aesning of Symbols. see tat)

Total

.

Para Total Nonfarm

CURRENT FARE DEFINITION

1981. '
1980
1979 (based on 1980 census popuIntioni
controle)t

1979 Ovoid on 1970 census population
nontr6104 .

1978
1971

PREVIOUS PARM DEFINITION .

1979
1978
1977

1975
1974
1973
1972
1911
1970

I
22.388
23,204

24,543

24.635
24.602
24.025

17,082
17,389

20.400

20.495
21,395
IL 363

22,554
23,345

24,656

24.751
24,701
24,203

24.635 ---20453-
24.602 21,316

'24,025 18,965
23.888 IL 633
23,173 18.326
23.7$6 19.570
24;653 20.559
24.156 19.245
23.088 16.155
23,100 15,87$

23.517
24,176

25.610

17.248
17,744

20.858

25,419
25,620
25,124

24,730 25,620,
24.222 25.124

, 24.069 24.823
13068 24.110
23,960 24,729
24,870 25,776

, 24,412 25,108
23,431 23.966
23.448 23,975

20,905
21,748

(NA)

21; 34
21.706
19,634
19,377
18,991
20,114
21,242
19,810
16t 646
16,442

23.742
24,348

25.741

25,023
(NA)
(NA)

(NA)
25,163
25,352
24.997
24.318
24930
26,008
25.389
24,331
24,342

13.267
13,989

' 14.502

14.590
15,174
14.354

14.590
15,174
14,354
14.766
14.834,
14,766
14.877
14,922
14,462
14,706

(8)
(8)

(V)
(S)

.(NA)

(8)
0,503
8,346
8.277
8.352
9,632
9.412
8.526
7.319
7,090

p

e.

a

tr

13.284
\ks.14,018

14,562

14,646 \
(NA)
(NA)

(NA)
15.259
1%482

° 14.946
14.991
14,884
15,018
15.085
14.706
14.977

:See appendix

Nardi cinfrent Population Surreys.
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Appendix ic petinitions and Explanations.
Population coverage. All figures in this report relate to the
civilian noninstitutional pdpirlation,' with the &xceptions of
(1) the figures shown in table A which, relate to the total
resident population and (2) the marital status/family data
(tellies 5.7) incl, income/poverty data {tables 13 and 14)
which relate to the civilian noninstitutional popillation grin
members of the Armed f=orces A the United States living
post or with their families on post. r

All 1982 figures, in this report, as well as the 1981 income
an?l poverty data in table 13 and the 1979.81 income data
in iable 14, are consistent with the results of the 1980
census and are based 'on 1980 population controls All
other figures are based or) 1970 population controls except
for data prior to 1970 shown in table A and table 1, which '
are consistent with the results of those censuses..

Farm population. In the Current Population Survey, the farm
population as currently definell consists bf all persons living
in rural territory on pikes film which slap or more of
agricultural pratticts were sold, or normally Auld have been
sold, in the :porting yebr (for the CPS the preceding 12
months). Persons in sum er camps, motels, and touclit
camps, and those living on ted places where no land is
used for farming, are classified as nonfarm.

Under the previous farm definition, the /arm population
consisted of all persons living in rural territory on places of
10 or more acres if at least $60 worth of agricultural products
were sold frokm the place in the reporting year. It also in-
cluded those lkring on places of under 10 acres if at least
$250 worth of agriculturist products were sold from the
place in the reporting year.

Farm residence under theprevious- farm definition was
I determined -in -the-Offfint Population Survey bytthe responses

to two questions. Owners (and renters) were first asked
"Does this. place (you rent) have 10 or more acres?" They
were then asked "During the past 12months, how much did
sales of crops, livestock, and other farm products from this
plqce amount to?" The respondents were given a choice of
four answers: "$1,000 or more," "$250 to $999," "$50 to
$249," and "Under $50." l

Farms located within the boundaries of urbah territory,
comprising a small minority of all farms, are not treated as
farms for population census purposes. and their population is
not included in the farm population. Urban territory includes
all places with a population of 2,500 or more and the densely
settled urbanized fringe areas around cities of 50,000 or
more. Beginning with the 1972 estimate, the estimated farm

A

.

population is limited to the ru territime as determined in
the 1970 Census of -Populationn liCthePurrent Population
Surveys of 19'63 through 1971, the urbanruzal boundaries
used were those of 01 1060 Census of Population and did
not take Tito account the 'annexations and other substantial
expansions of urban territory that were incorporated into the
1970 Census of Populatidn. The net effect w'as4to classify an

.unknown number of persons as 'lira, furls in the Current
Population Surv'iys of 970 and 1971 who were treated as
urban (and hence nonfarm) in thst 1970 census as well as in
the Current Population Suiv edinning in 1972.

NOgatfri population. The nonfarm population comprises all
persons living in urban areasNand all rural persons not on
farms. \

Five-quarter averages* centered n April. April
annual averages of the farm pop tie were computed by
using data for the five quarters centered oqthe April date
for which the" estimate was being prepared. For example, for
April 19142, quarterly estimates for the months of
1981, and January, April, July, and October 1982 re

used with a weight%of one-eighilz given to eal of the two
October estimates and a weight otone)fourth t ,each of the.
estimates for the other 3 months. One reason for the choice
of April as the date for centerinvopulatioestireates is that
this is the decennial census mon9. re/N..

April-centered annual averages for persons'under 14 yea
by race and sex, and for persons 14 years old 'andover, by
race, sex, age, labor force characteristics., and region were
also a:Imputed for _1982_by_using-data--for the specified

characteristics for the five quarters centered on April 1982.

.

Metropolitannonmetropolitan resit ice. The population re-
siding in standard metropolitan, atistical areas (SMSA's)
constitutes the metropolitan population. The metropolitan
population in this report is based on SMSA's as defined in
the 1970 population census publications and does not
include any subsequent 4dditions%richanges. For the .1970
census, except in New England, an S?v1SA was defined as a

county or group of contiguous counties which contains at
least one a ity of 50,000 inhabitants or more, or "min cities'
with a combined population of at least 50,00Q., In addition
to the county, or counties, containing such a city or cities,
contiguous counties were included in an NSA if, according

.to certain criteria, they were essentially metropolitan in
character and were socially and economically integrated with

25
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the central county. In New England, SMSA's consist of
toVvqs and cities, rather than counties.

Ge ;graphic regions. The four major regions of the United
States for whrbh data are presented represent groups of
States as follow):

Northeast: 0";Cernnectiartc. Maine, Massachusetts, New

Harispshire, New. Jersey,. New York, Pennsylvania,, Rhode
Island, Verriiont.

North Central: Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansai, Michigan,
tilinnelota, Missouri, .Nebraska.. North Dakota, -Ohio, South
flak Oita, Wisconsin.

South: Alabama, Arkansas;, Delaware, District of Colum-
bia, Florida, Georgia, Kentudky, Louisiana, Maryland, Miss's
sippi, North 'Carolina, Oklahoma, South Carolina, tedessee,

' Texas, Virginia, West Virginia.

.46 West: Alaska, Arizona, California, Colorado, Hawaii,
Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico; Oregon, Utah, Wash,
ington Vgyomind.

. North and West: Northeast, North Central, and West
regions combined.

Age. The age classification is based On the age pf the person
.. 'set last birthday.

0 4,
Race. The population is divided intot three groups on the
basis of race: White, Black, and "otheroiaces." The last
category includes Indians, Japanese, Chinese, and any other
race except White and Black.

a

Persons of Vanish origin. Persoris of Spanish origin in this
report werelletermined on the basis 2f a question that asked
Jos self-identification of the person's 'origin, or descent.
Respondents were asked to select #sejr origin (or the origin
of some otheihousehold member)froma "flash card" listing
ethnic ofigins."Persons of Spanish origin, in particular, were
those who indicated that their origin was Mexican, Puerto
Rican,. Calm:Central or:South Amefican, or some other
Spanish origin. It should by noted that persons of Spanish
origin can be oftany race., :

Hbuseholder. The hotisehplder refers to the person (or one
of the new%) in whosename' tie housing unit is owned
or rented'Ornaintained) or; if there is no such person, any
adult member, excluding roomers, boarders, or paid em-
ployees. If the house is owned or rented jointly by a married
couple, the householder may be either the husband or the
wife. The person designated as the householder isIthe "refer-
ence person" to whom the relationship of all other house.
hold members, if any, is recorded. The number of house-
holders is equal to, the number of hotiseholds. Also, the

, number pf Amity householders is equal to the number of
families. ,

.0

.

Family. Afamily is a group of two persons o r more lone of
whom is the householderJcfelated by birth, erarriage,. or
adoption and residing together; all such parsons (including
related subfamily memberssuc::ras cbildren end their spouses)
are considered as memberspftqnelamill. Beginning with the
1980 CPS, unrelated subfamilies (referred tq in the past as
secondary families) are no longer inclutjedin the count of
families, nor .are the members of unrelated subfamilies
included in the count of family members:.

, Size of famitY. The terrn,-"size of family" jncludee the
family householder and tail Other ,persons in the living quarters
who are relied to the householder by birth, marriage, dr. -

.

adoption.

Own children: and related childr n under 18 years of air.
"Own" childrit.irta gamily are so and daughters, iatcluding
stepchildren and adopted cbildr lbs of the houkeholdei;,...e.
"Related" children in a family include owns childraland
other children in the househoid s'ho- art, related ito the
householder by birth, marsiage, or adoption, .

r k -

Marital status. The marital status classification identifies -

major categories: single (never married)/ widotved,
and divorced. These'terms refer to the marital statics at_the s
time of the enumeration. I

0

*:

The category" "married" is further id sled into "married,
spouse present," "sisprketed," and "other oratfied, spouse
absent." A person %re classified as "ma ied, Route present"
if the husband or wife was reported a of the
household, even though he or she ray h veb erilemporarily
absent on busjpess or on vacation,xitill g,lin a hospital, etc:,
at the time of the enumeration. Fersorrs e6orted as separated.
'included those with legal separitiorn, t ose litting apart With '-
intentions of obtaining a divorce", end then efrsons perma-
nently or temporarily separated because Of mild* discord.
The group ''outer. married, spouse absent" includes married
persons living apart,becatise either the h
employed and living et a considerable d
was serving away fr m home in the

sbaysd or wife.was .

ance from home,.
ad Forces, had

moved to another area, or,h ad a differentiplace,of residence
for any other reason.except seproatiOn as defined above.

Children ever born". Theterm 'children eve born" refers to
the total number of lite Oirthe reported by omen.Inctudici
in the number are children born to the w an before'her'
present marriage, children noionger iivigg..an chjidten away
from home, as well as children who were s ilj living in the0/ .

O

Births to date. In the data on birth,expectations In table*:
the number of "births to date" has the same, eaning as the
'nurnber of children ever brim , o o. .

Future births expected. In the data on birtleex eitations in,
table D, the numbir of "future births expected" fers to any
births a woman expects,in addition tp the child n she has
already borne,"iftny. .!
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Lifetime births expected. In data on birth expectations in
table D, the number of "lifetime births expected" refers to
the sum If births to date and future births expected. The
sum represents the total number of births a woman expects
during her lifetime.

Labor force and employment status. The definitions of labor
force and employment status in this report relate to the
population 14 years old and over.

Labor forme. Persons are classified as in the labor force if
they were employed as civilians, unemployed, or in the
Armed Forces during the survey week. The "civilian labor
force" is comprised of all civilians classified as employed or
unemployed.

employed. Employed persons comprise (1) all civilians
who, during the specified week, did any work at all as paid
employees or in their own business or profession, or on their
own farm, or who work "1 15 hours or more as unpaid
workers on a farm or in a bcsiness operated by a member of
the family, and (2) all those who were not working but who
had Jobs or businesses from which they were temporarily
absent because of illness, bad weather, vacation, or labor
management dispute, or because they were taking time off
for personal reasons, whether or not they were paid by their
employers for time off, and whether or not they were
seeking other jobs. Excluded from the employed grciup are
persons whose only activity consisted of work around the
house (sPch as own home housework, painting or repeiring
own .home, etc.) or volunteer work for religioui, charitable,
and similar organizations.

Unemployed. Unemployed persons are those civilians
who, during the survey week, hed no employment but were
available for work and (1) had engaged, in any specific
lobseeking activity within the past 4 weeks, such as regis
tering at avublic or private employment office, meeting with
prospective employers, checking with friends or relatives,
piecing or answering advertisements, writing letters of appli-
cation, or being on a union or professional register; (2) were
waiting to be called back to a job from which they had been
laid off; or (3) were waiting to report to a new wage or salary
job within 30 days.

Not in the labor force, All civilians 14 years old and over
who are not classified as employed or unemployed are
defined as "not in the labor force." This group who are
neither employed nor seeking work includes persons enceged
only in own home housework, attending school, or unable to
work because of longterm physical or mental illness; persons
who are retired or too old to work; seasonal workers for
whom the survey week fell in an off season; and the volun-
tarily idle. Persons doing only unpaid family work (less than
15 hours during the survey week) are also classified as not
in 'he labor force.

Agriculture. The industry category "agriculture" is somewhat
ronre inclusive than the total of the two major occupation
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groups, Ilfarmers and farm menrearrs" and "farm laborers and
superviiors." It also includes (1) persons employed on farms
in occupations such as truck driver, mechanic, and book.

. keeper, and (r arsons engaged in certain activities other
than strictly far, operation such as cotton ginning, contract
farm services, veterinary and breeding services, hatcheries,
experimental stations, greenhouses, landscape gardening, tree
service, trapping, hunting preserves, and kennels.

Nonagricultural industries. The category includes all indus-
tries not specifically classed under agriculture. The Indus*
groups shown were based on the classification system used in
the 1970 Census of Population.

Multiple jobs. PersOns with two or more Jobs during the
survey week were classified as employed in the industry in
which they worked the greatest number of hours during the
week. Consequently, some of the persons shown in this
report ai engaged in nonagricultural activities also engaged in
agriculture and vice versa.

Class of worker:

Self.employed workers. Persons who worked for profit or
fees in their own business, profession, or trade, or who
operated a farm either as an owner or tenant.

Wage and salary workers. Persons who worked for eny
governmental unit or private employer for wages, salaries,
commissions, tips, pay "in kind," or at piece rates.

Unpaid family workers. Persons who worke,d 15' or more
hours per week without pay on a farm or in d business
operated by a person to whom they are related by birth or
marriage.

Money income. This is defined as the algebraic sum of money
pages and salaries, net income from farm and nonfarm self-
employment, and income other than earnings. Data on in-
come cover money income received (exclusive of certain
money receipts such as capital gains) before payments for
personal' income taxes, Social Security, union dues, Medicare
deductions, etc. Therefore, money income does not reflect
the fact that some families receive part of their income in the
form of noncash benefits such as food stamps, health bene
fits, and subsidized that some farm femilies receive
noncash benefits in :!re form of rentfree housing and goods
producer: and consumed on the farm; or that noncash
benefits are also received by some nonfarm residents which
often teke the form of the use of business transportation
end facilities, full or partial payments by business for retire-
ment programs, medical and educational expenses, etc.
These elements should be considered when comparing
income levels.

For each person in the CPS 15 years old and over, ques-
tions were asked on the amount of money Income received
in the preceding calender yeer from each of the following
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sources: (1) money wages or salary; (2) net income from
nonfarm selfemployment; (3) net income from farm self
employment; (4) Social Security or railroad retirement;
(5) Supplemental Security income; (6) public assistance or
welfare payments; (7) interest on savings or other investments
which pay interest: (8) dividends, income from estates
er trusts, or net rental income; (9) veterans' payments or
unemployment and workers' compensation; (11)) private
pensions or government employee pensions; (11) alimony or
child support, regular contributions from persons not living
in the household, and other periodic income.

Receipts from the following sources are not included as
income: (1) 'money received from the sale of property, such
as stocks, bonds, a house, or a car (unless the person was
engaged in the business of selling such property, in which
case the net proceeds would be 'ce/unted as income from
selfemployment); (2) withdrawals of bank deposits; (3)
money borrowed; (4) tax refunds; (5) gifts; and (6)
sum inheritances or insurance payments.

Family income. The total income of a family is the algebraic
sum of the amounts received by all income recipients in the
family.

In the income distribution for families, the lowest income
group (under $2,500 or.loss) includes those families who
were classified as having no income in the income year and
those reporting a loss in net income from farm and nonfarm
selfemployment or in rental. income. Some of these were
living on income "in kind," savings, or gifts; or were newly
constituted families; or families in which the sole earner
had recently died or had left the hOusehold. However, other
families who reported no income probably had some money
income which was not recorded in the survey.

It should be noted that although the income statistics
refer totreceipts during the preceding year, the composition
ofamilies refers to the time of the survey. The income of
the family does not include amounts received by persons
who were members of the family during all or part of the
income year if ,these persons no longer resided with the
family at the, time of enumeration. However, family income
includes amounts reported by related persons who did not
reside with the family during the income year but who were
members of the family at the time of enumeration.

Median and mean income. The median income is the amount
which divides the distribution into two equal groups, one
having incomes above the median, and the other having
incomes below the median. The mean income is the amount

a

obtained by dividing the total income of a group by the
number of units in that group. The medians and means for
families are based on all families.

Poverty definition. Families and unrelated individuals are .
classified.as being above or below the poverty level using the
poverty index originated at the Social Security Administra
tion in 1964 and revised by Federal Interagency Corrinittees
in 1989 and 1980. The poverty index is based-solely on
money income and does not relied the fact that many low.
income persons receive noncash benefits such as food stamps,
Medicaid, and public housing. The index is based on the -
Department of Agriculture's 1961 Economy Food Plan and
reflects the different consumption requirements of families
based on their size and composition. It was determined from
the Department of Agriculture's 1955 Survey of Food Cog.
sumption that families of three or more ,persons spend .
approximately one-third of their income on food; the pov-
erty level for these families was, therefore, set at three times
the cost of the Economy Food Plan, For smaller families
and persons living alone, the cost of the Economy Food
Plan was multiplied by factors that were slightly higher in -
order to compensate for the relatively larger fixed expenses
of these smaller houteholds. The poverty thresholds are up
dated every year to reflect changes in the Consumer Price
Index (CPI). The average poverty threshold for a family of
four was $9,287 in 1981, about 10.4 percent higher than the
comparable 1980 cutoff of $8,414. For further details, see
Current Population Reports, Series P.60, No. 138. \

Mediu'. The median is the value which divides a distribution
into two equal parts, one-half of the cases falling below this
value and one-half of the cases exceeding this value.

Symbols. A dash () represents zero or a number which
rounds to zero. The symbol "B" means that the base for the
derived figure is less than 75,000, an "X" mens not applica-
ble, and "NA" means not available.

Rounding. The individual figures'in this report are rounded
to the nearest thousand. With few exceptions, the individual
figures have not been adjusted to group totals, hich are
indepenoenthi rounded. Percentages are round d to . the
nearest tenth, of a percent; therefore, the percen ages in a
distributicir do not always add to exactly loo 6 percent.
The totals, however, are alwayrshown as 100.0. Percentages
are based on the rounded absolute numbers.
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Appendix B. Source and
SOURCE OF DATA

Estimates in this report are primarily derived from data
obtained from the Current Population Survey (CPS) of the
Bureau of the Census with some data from the U.S. Depart.
ment of Agriculture. Most of these CPS estimates are
Aprikintered, fivequarter averages. (See "Appendix A.
Definitions and Explanations.") Data on fertility, marital
status, income, and poverty of farm and nonfarm residents,
however, are monthly estimates obtained from supple-
mentary questions to the CPS.

01411 Population Sty -vey (CPS). The monthly CPS deals
mainly with labor force data fior the civilian noninstitutional
population. Questions relating to labor force partigpation
ere asked about each member 14 years 'old and older in each
Ample household. In addition, supplementary questions
regarding income and marital status are asked each March

fertility each June.' Estknates developed from the
supplementary questions asked in March include persons in
the,Armed Forces living off post or with their families on
post.

The present CPS sample was initially selected from the
1970 census files with coverage in all 50 States and the
District of Columbia. The sample is continually updatad.to
.reflect new construction where possible. The monthly CPS
sample is located in 629 areas comprising 1,148 counties,
independent cities, and minor civil divisions in the Nation.in
this sample, approximately 61,500 occupied households were
eligible fol knterview.'Of this number, about 2,500 occupied
units were iisited but intenriev4 were not obtained because
the occupants were not found at home after repeated calls or
were unavailable for some other reason:,

Samples previous designs were selected from files from
the most recently completed census. The following table

Description of the Current Population Survey

Time period

- 1 .

Apra 198,1 to present
' -January 1980 to starch 1981

06tobor 1977 to December 1979
August 1972 to September 1977
August 1971 to July 197/..
January 1970 to July 1971

1

Reliability of Estimates
provides a description of some aspects of -the CPS sample
designs in use during the referenced datacollection periods.

-The estimation procetlure used in this survey involves the
inflation of the weighted sample results to independent
estimates of the total civilian noninstitutional population of
the United States by age, race, and sex. These independent
estimates ant based on statistics from decennial censuses;
statistics on births, deaths, immigration, and emigration; and
statistics on the strength of the Armed Forces. The estima-
tion procedure for the data from the March supplement
involved a further adjustment so that husband and wife of a
household received the same weight.

Decennial Census of Population. Decennial census data in
this report are based on the sample associated with the
census.

RELIABILITY OFESTIMATES

Since the CPS estimates were based on a sample, they may
differ somewhat from the figures that would have been
obtained if a cortipleue census bad b'sen'taken using the same
questionnaires, instructions, and enumerators: There are two

, types of errors possible in an estimate based on a sample
survey: sampling and nonsamplinq. The, standard errors
provided for this report primarily indicate the'magnitude of
the sampling errors. They also partially measure the effect of
some nonsampling errors in response and enumeration,lbut
do not measure any systematic biases in the data. The full
extent of nonsampling error is unknown. Consequently,
particular care should be exerAked in the interpretation of
figures based on a relatively *a number of cases or on
small differences between estimates.

Number of
sample areas'

629
629
614

461
469
449

-fires° sample areas were chosen to provide coverage

Housing units eligible

Interviewed

59,000
65,000
53,500
45,000
45,00,01

48,000

Dist_

Not. latervlowed,

2,500
3,000
2,500
2,000
2,000'

2,400

in each State and the istrict of Columbia.
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Nonsampling variability. Nonsampling errors can be attri-
buted to many sources, e.g., inability to obtain information
about all cases in the sample, definitional difficulties,
differences in the interpretation of questions, inability or
unwillingness to provide correct in tion on the part ofo
respondents, inability to recall ormation, er s made in
prodessing the data, errors e in estimating values for
missing data, and failure to represent all units with the
sample (urtdercoverageL

Undercoverage in the CPS results from missed housing
units and missed persons within sample households. Ove:all
undercoverage, as compared to the level of the 1980
decennial census, is abcut 7 percent. It is known that CPS
undercoverage varies with age, sex, and race. Generally,
undercoverage is larger for males than for temVes and larger
for Blacks and other races therefor Whites. Ratio listimation
to independent age-sex-race population controlb partially
corrects for the bias due to survey undercoverage. However,
biases exist in the estimates to the extent that missed persons
in missed households or Wised persons in interviewed
households have different characteristics than interviewed
Arsons in the same age-sex-rise group. Furtherthe indepen-
dent population controls used have not been adjusted for
undercoverage in the decennial census.

For additional information on nonsampting error in-
eluding the possible impact on CPS data when known, refer
to Statistical Policy Working Paper 3, An Error Profile:
Employment as Measured by the Currentkpulation Survey,
Office of Federal' Statistical Policy and Standards, U.S.
Department of Commerce, 1978; and Technical Paper 40,
The Current Population Surs%ey: Design and Methodology,
Bureau of the Census, U.S. Department of Commerce.

Sampling variability. The standard errors given in the follow-
ing tables are primarily measures of sampling variability, that
is, of the variation that occurred by chance because &sample
rather than the entire population was surveyed. The sample
estimate and its estimated standard error enat4e one to
construct confidence intervals, ranges that would include the
average result ,of all possible samples with a known Probe-
bility. For example, if in possible samples were selected,
each of these /surveyed under essentially the same general
conditions and using the same sample design, and if an
estimate and its estimated standard error were calculated
from each sample, then:

1. Approximately 68 percent of the intervals from one
standard error below the estimate to one standard error
above the estimate would include the average result of al,
possible samples.

2. Approximately 90 percent of the intervals from 1.6.
standard errors below the estimate to 1.6 standard errors
atiove.the..estimateavatikLinelude_theaveragensult ofjJ
possible samples.

3. Approximately 96.percent of the intervals from two
standard errors below the estimate to two standard errors

above the estimate would include the average result of all
possible samples.

The average bstimate derived from all possible samples is
or is not contained in any particular con uted interval.
However, for a particular sample, one nan say with a
specified confidence that the average estimate derived from
all Possible samples is included in the confidonce interval.

Standard errors may also be used to peirform hypothesis
testing, a procedure for distinguishing between population
parameters using sample estimates. The most common types

1. of hypotheses appearing in this report are 1) the population
parameters are identical or 2) they are dif.erent. An example
of this would be comparing the median age of farm residents
versus tha median age of nonfarm residrits. Tests may be
performed at various levels of significanpe, where a level of
significance is the probability of conclilding that the para-
meters are different when, in fact, they are identical. All
statements of comparison in the text he passed a hypothe-
sis test at the 0.10 level of significance or better, andmost
have passed a hypothesis test at the 0.06 level of significance
or better. This means that, for most differences cited in the
text, the estimated difference between} parameters is greater,
than twice the standard error of the difference. For the others
differences mentioned, the estimated difference between
parameters is between 1.6 and 2.0 times the standard error oftthe difference. When 'this is She se, the statement of
comparison is qualified in some ways e.g., by the use of the
phrase "some evidence."

Comparability of data. Data obtained from the CPS and
other governmental sources are notlentirely comparable. This
is due In ;ergs part to differences in interviewer traininfand
experience and in differing survey processes. This is an
additional component of a!rOr noli reflected in the standard
error tables. Therefore, caution should be used in comparing
results between these different soOrces.

Comparability with other datailn using metropolitan and
i'onmetropolitan data, caution should be used in comparing
estimates for 1977 and 1978 to each other or to any other
years. Methodological and sample design changes occuted in
these years resulting in relati sly large differences in the

. metropolitan andinonmetropol tan area estimates. However
estimates for 1979 and later a comparable as are estima
for 1976 and earlier.

Caution should also be use when competing five-g arter
average estimates for 1982, which reflect 1980 census-based
population controls to those five-quarter average timates
prior to 1982, which reflect' 1970 eensusbased opuration
controls. Caution should be used when compari, one month

sestimates for 1982 which u 1980 censusbased population
controls, to those for 1971 1 rough 1981 which reflect 1970

1____ceasusfilased.popalation_co9trols. This_chinge in populsation
controls had relatively little impact on' summary measures
such as means, medians, and percent distributions, but did
have a signlicant impact on levels. For example, use of the
1980-based population conirols resulted in about a 2percent

30,



increase in the civilian noninstitutional population and in the
number of families and households. Thus, estimates of levels
for fivequarter average estimates for 1982 and estimates of
levels for monthly estimates for 1982 will differ from those
for earlier years by more than what could be attributed to
actual changes in the population, and these differences could
be disproportionately greater for certain subpopulation
groups than for me total population,

Table 8 -1 i$ s special tabulation that compares selected
1981 characteristics based on 1980 census population con
trols and 1970 census population Controls by farm and
nonfarm residence. (Similar comparisons for 1982 are not
available.) Use of the 1980based population controls
resulted in about a.1:0 percent increase in the 1981 farm
population and about a 2.3 percent increase in the nonfarm
population.

25

Note when,using small estimates. Summary measures (such
as medians and percent distributions) are shown in report
only when the base is 75,000 or greater. Because of the large
standard errors involved, there is little chance that summary
measures would reveal useful information when computed on
a smaller base. Estimated numbers are shown, however, even
though the relative standard errors of these numbers are
larger than those for corresponding percentages. Those
smaller estimates are provided primarily to permit such
combinations of the categories as serve each data user's
needs.

Standard errors for data based qn the decennial census. Sam-
pling errors of all data fromihe samples of the decennial
censuses shown in this report are small enough to be
disregarded. >.

4t

Tittle 0-1. Compirison of Selected Characteristics Based On 1980 Census and 1970 Census Population Controls,

by Farm and Nonfarm Residence: 1901

(Numbers in thousands)

Characteristic

Fs= Nonfarm

1980 census
population
controls

1970 census
population
controls

1980 census

population
controls

1970 census
population

controls

Total parsons

Male .4'

Female. t oo $

white. o .

Black
Spanish origin:.. .

.....
...

Under 14 years. . ..
14 to 24 years
25 to 34 years
35 to 44 years
45 to 54 years
55- to 64 ybars ..

65 years and over.
Median age .. ..... years..

.........
...

inside SMSA's .......
SNSA's of 1 million or more. .... .....
USA's of less than 1 million

Outside SMSA's. .........

Total, 14 years old and over
In labor force.

Employed .. ...
Agriculture
Self.employed workers .

Wage and salary workers
Unpaid family workers

Nonagriculturhl workers ...
Unemployed ... ..........

Not in labor force

'Persons of Spanish origin may be of any race.

5,850

3,029
2,821

5,526
229
114

1,131

1,137
616
693

763

772
737

35.6

948

224
723

4,901

4,718
3,030

2,945
1,634
1,038

345
251

1,311

85

1,688,

5,790

2,999
2,791

5,486
222

111

1,116
1,120
605

694
.767
f
758

731
35.7

940

224
716

4,849

4,674
3,008

2,924
1,628
1,037

338
252

1,296
84

1,666

218,763

105ia34

113,428

187,016
26,160
13,907

46,384
43,389%
36.954
25,385
21,696

20,949
24,006

30.3

150,758
85,511
65,247
68,006

172,378
106,841
98.596

1,921,
609

1,247

65

96,675
8,245

65,537

213,743

102,922
110,871

183,571
.25,708
13,428

45,151
42,262.

35,628
25,132
21,670

20,402.

23,548
30.3

147,144
83,780
63,364
66,650

168,,643

104,558
96,515
1,870

596

1,209
65

94,645
8,043

64,085

Source: Current Population Survey five-quarter averages echtered on April

31
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Standard error tables and their use. in order to derive
standard errors that would be applicable to a larger number
of estimates and could be prepared at a moderate cost, a
number of approxiinationi were required. Therefore, instead
of providing an individual standard error for each estimate,
generalized sets of.standard errors are provided for various
types of characteristics. As a result, the sets of standard

- errors, prv.ided give an indication of the drder of magnitude
of the 'standard error of an estimate rather than the precise
standard error. i

The figures presented in tables 6.2 through 6.5 piovide
approximations to the standard errors of various estimates
for families and for persons. To' obtain standard errors for
specific characteristics, factors from table 6,6 must be
applied to the standard error; given in tables 6.2 through 6-5
in order to adjust for the combined effect of sample design
and the estimating proceduie on the value of the character-
istic. The figures shown Ai table 6-I provide standard errors
for number of children ever born and number of expected
lifetime births per 1,000 women, Standard errors for
intermediate, values not shown in the generalized 'tables may
be approximated bfinterpolation, 1-

Table B-2. Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers

of Persons or Families in the

Farm Population 4

(Numbers in thousands)

Size of estimate
.

Standard error

25
50
100

.. 8
11
16

\ 250 .. 25
500 35
1,000 . 49
2,500 78
5,000.... 109
10,000 152
15,000 184

'Notes For a particular Characteristic, ace
table 8-6 for the appropriate factor to apply to
the above standard errors.

Two parameters (denoted "a" and "b") are used to
calculate standard errors for each type of characteristic; they
are presented in table 6-6. These parameters'were.used to
calculate the standard errors in tables 8.2 through 85 and to
calculate the factorsin table 6.6. They also may be used to
directly calculate the standard errors for estimated numbers
and estimated percentages. Methods for direct computation
are given in the following sections.

!

.

Standard errors of estimated numbers. The approximate
standard error; ox, of an estimated number shown in this
report can be obtained in two ways. It may be obtained by
use of the formula , .

ex=f(1 (1)
u

r
'WI

where f is the appropriate factor from table 6.6 and o is the
standard error on the estimate obtained by interpolatlo
from table 6-2 or 6-3. Alternatively, standard errors may be
approximated by .formula (2) below, from which the
standard errors were calculated in tables 6.2 and 6.3. Use of

."
this formula will provide

,
m,ore accurate results than the use

of formula (1) above. .,

ye= a)Vt 7; (2)

Here x is the site of the estimate and a and b are the
parameters in table 6.1 associated with the particidar type of
characteristic.

Illustration of the computation of .the standard error of an
estimated number. Table -,F of the report shows that'
1,608,000 farm residents 14 years old and over were
employed in agriculture. Interpolation in table 6-2 shows the

. .
.

Table B3. Standard Errors of Estimated.Numbers of

Persons or "Familift in the Total -.

or Nonfarm Population

(Numbers in thousands)

Size of estimate

25.
so,
100
250
500
1,060
2,500
5,000
r0,000
15,000
25,000
50,000
100,000
150,0001

A

...

i

.

7
11
15
24
33
47
74

104
145
176
221
293
348 ,-
327

1To derive the standard errors for an estimate
greater than 150,000,00, use formula (2)..

Note: For a particular characteristic, see
table B -6 for the appropriate teeter to apply
to the above standard errors.

...

standard error on an estimate of this size to be approxi-
mately 61,000. Table 6.6 shows that for the farm, agri
culture employed characteristic, the appropriate factor is 1.0.
Applying the factor and using formula (1) would yield a
standard error of 61,000.1 , ..

The 68-percent confidence 'interval for the number of
farm residents 14 years old and over employed in agriculture
is from 1,547,000 to 1,669,000. The 96:percent confidence
interval is from 1,486,000 to 1,730,900 (using twice the

'Alternatively, using formula -(2i and table 84. the approximate
standard error is 62.600.

32
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.
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Table 1344, Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Persons or Families in the Farm Population

Base of percentages
(thousands)

Estimated percentages

1 or 99 2 or 98 5 or 95 10 or 90' 25 or 75 50

25 3.1 4.4 6.8 9.4 13.6 15.7

50 2.2 3.1 6.6 9.6 11.1

100 1.6 2.2 --3.4 -4a- 7.8
250 1.0 1.4 2.2 3.0 4.3 5.0

500 0.7 1.0 1.5 2.1 3.0 3.5

1,000 0.5 0.7 1.1 1.5 2.1 2.5

2,50d 0.3 0.4 0.7 0..9 1.4 1.6

5,000 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.7 1.0 1.1

10,000 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.5' 0.7 0.8

15,000 0.13 0.2 0.3 o. 0.6 0.6

Notes For a particular characteristic, see table B -6 -tor the appropriate factor to apply to.the

standard .errors.

° .

Table 13-5. Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Persons or Families in the Total or Noir Population

above

Base of percentages
Xthousands)

Estimated percentages

1 or 99 2 or 98 5 or 95 10 or 90 25 or 75 5

__ . _ -
25 3.0

4.1
6.5 8:0 12.9 14.9

50, 2.1 2.9 4.6 ' 6.3 9.1 '10.5

100 1.5 2.1 3.2 4.5 6.4 7.4
250.. 0.9 1.3 "2.1 2.8 4.1 4.7

sob 0.7 0.9 1.4 2.0 2.9 3.3
1,000 0.5 0.7 1.0' 1.4 2.0 2.4

2,500 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.9 1.3 1.5

5,000 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.6 a 0.9 . 1.1

10,000 0.15 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.7

15,000 0.12
,0.2
0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6

25.000 0.09 0.13 0.2 0.3 0.4 (1,5

50,000 0.07 0.09 0.14 0.2 0.3 0.3

100,000 0.05 0.07 0.10 0.14 0.2 0.2

150,000...,. .. 0.04 0.05 0.08 0.12 0.2 0.2

'200,000 0.03 0.05 0.07 0.10 0.14 0.2

Note: For a particular characteristic, see table,84 for the appropriate factor to apply to thaabovi
standard errors.

standard error). Therefore, a concluslon that the average
estimate derived from all possible samples lies within a range
computed in this way would be correct for roughly 05
percent of all possible samples.

Standard errors of estimated perlenteols. The reliability of
an estimated percentage, computed by using sample data for
both numerator.and denominator, depends on both the size
of the percentage and the size of the total upon which this
percentage is based. Estimated percenteges are relatively
more reliable than the corresponding estimates of the
numerators of the percentages, pa/titularly if the percentages
are 50 percent or more. When the iximerator and denomi
netor of the percentage are In different categories, use the
factor or, parameters indicated by the numerator. The
approximate standard error, cqx,o, of an estimated peicent.
age can be obtained by u* of the formula

u(x,p) = f

In this forinule f is the bppropriate factor from table B-0 and
is the standard error on the estimate from table 84 or B-5.
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Alternatively, the standard error may be approximated by
formula (4) below, from which the standard errors in table
8.4 and 8.5 were calculated; direct computation wits ghle
more accurate results than Use of the standard error tables
and the factors.

0(x,P) Ir7.7;(1(7;) ,(4)

Here x is the size of the subclass of persons or families which
is the base of the percentage, p Is the percentage (0 <p <
100), and b isthe parameter in table B.6 associated with the
particular type of characteristic in the numerator of the
Percentage,

Illustration of the computation of the standard error of a
percentage. Table F also shows that of the 338,000 female
farm residents employed in agriculture, 60,000 or 17.8
percent' ere wage and salary workers. Table B-6 shows the b
parameter for this characteristic to be 2455; using formula

.33
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TA* 114. Parameters and Factors To So Used to Obtain Standard Errors ter EacbType enbaracteristic

t
Type of characteristic

- or oorroo.

yaraasters.

factors

PIVE-QUABTER-AVERAGE8\.
ss,

Fara Population

Race, age, sex, and employment Subsets

Total farm population, agricultural employment.
or nonagricultural employment:
All races...... .

Spanish origin.

Unemployed: 0

Total or White..,
Black end other races
Spanish origici

0.000014'
(X)

0.000006,
»0.000055

(X)

2,455
5,219

1,054
1,211

997

"t.

1.0
1.5

0.7

0.7
0.6

Total or'Nonfarm Population

Population (race. age, sex): Vro

0 ' 0.0-
Elaak and other races_ 0.0 0 0.0
Spanish origin....,W- -0.000039. 7,915 . 1.9

Employment subseti

Agricultural emplment:
All racesp,..- - 0.000017 2,050 1.0

Nonagricultural employment:
Total or White - 0.000008 1,081 .0.)
Male -0.000013 935 0.7
Female -0.000010 801 0.6

Black end other races -0.000069 1,081 0.7
'Male.... ....... -0.000115 935

Female..... 0.000079 801 0.6

Unemployed -0.000004 552 0.5

Metropolitan Reside:10

Nonfarm;
Total or Whit* .0.000010 2,212 1,0
Black -0.000160' 3,849 1,3

Spanish origin.. (X) 7,815 1.9

Total or White" -0.000017 5,636
4Meek -0.000262 8,765 1.9

Spanish origin . (X) 17,196 2:7

Konmetropolitan Reside:ice .
Nonfarm:

Total or White -0.000015 3,316 1.2
Black Ao.000240 5,774 1.6
Spanish'origin . (X) 7,815 1.9

Para:
" Total or White -0.006026 7,554 1.8

slack -0.000193 -13,148 2.3

Spanish origin I 4. (X) '17,79* 2.7

Soo footnotns at end of table.
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Apply f factor
, to the
standard

error tables

4

8-2,54

2-2,134
8-2,13-4

8-2,11-4

24,11-5
11-3,13-5

-3,54

B-3,15-5

15-3,11-5

B-3,11/5

11-3,E*5

S4,84,

11-3.5-5

B4,8-5
,

8-3,114

B-2,8-4
B-2,5-4
11 -2,8 -4

113,114
11.4,11-5.

5-3;0-5



Table 84. Paiameters and Factors Tejo Used to Obtain Standard Errors for Each Type

of CharacterldkContinbed

Type of eharaZteristic

Parameters

f

factors

Apply f factor

standard
error tables

0

a

,

b

NOWD ELY tEVEL
.

Fmoily,Icicome

Fara
Nonfarm y4. ,,.,

Poverty-Family
- .

Farm:
otalsor WhiteT 4

Black 4 a

Nonfarm:
Total or White '

Black

Marital Status-Household and Family
Cherecteristics

Family

Farm: ,

Total or White
Black and other races

.

Nonfarm:
Total orWhite .

Black and other races

. .

Persons
.

4.Mal ,

Total or White

Black

. .

Nonfarm:
Total or White
Black.

,

. .

Fertility (Number of Women)

Farm
Nonfarm

-

.

.

. '

,

- 0,000011

- 0,000010

.

0,000085
0,000085

0,000076
0.000076,

4

-0.000011
-6.000097

-0.000010
r0.000087

-0.000023
- 0,000288

-0.000017
$-0.000210

-0.000042
. -0.000031

.

-

3,167

1,721

y,
3,452
.3,452

0

1,876
1,876

,

2,556
2,309

y

1,389
1,255

6,685
9,588

3,500
5,020

3,242
1,698

.

,

.

1,1

0.9

(1)
6(1)

.(I)

(I)

1,0
1,0

.

0,8
0.8

1,7
2.0

1.3
1,5

1.1

0.9

,

.

.

8401-4
B-3,8 -5

(x)

(X)

. (X)

(X)

r

.

B-2,8-4
B2,8-4

D-3,8-5
$B-3,11-5

-

8 -2,8-4
8.2,8 -4

B-3,9-5
B-3,8-5

t

B-2,8-4
B -3,9 -5

X Not applicable.
.

.

1"f" factors are not iVallible for these' characteristics, To *brain standard errors for these
characteristics, use the "a" and "b" parameters givenand formula (2) or (4).

f

NMI For regional ,(North Central, Northeast, South, and West) data cross -tabulatetewith other data,
apply the factors 1.02, 0,99, 0,98, 0.84, respectively. For region. North and West combined, use 0.96.

(4) the standard error, crow), on art estimate of 17,8 percent
is

117.8)(100.0y7.8) 44 5.3 percents
338,099

Thus, the 88percent confidence interval on the' percent of
female farm residents diet were wage and salary workers 'is
from 14.5 to 21.1, and the 95-percent confidence interval
from ,11.2 to 24.4.

*Atornstivsty, using eirmula (31, table 6, and factor table 04,
the IIPPrOXitnt* standard *tor is computed to be 1.0 x 3.3 GI 3,3
porgint.
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Swished error of a difference. For a difference between two
"sample estimates, the standard error is approximately equal
to A 4

N/F17-7obi m ox 4. vy
15)

where ex and ay are the standard errors of the estimates x
and y, respectively: the estimates can" be of numbers,
Percents, ratios, etzThis will represent the actual Standard
error quite, accurately for the difference between two
estimates of the same characteristic in two different areas, or

a
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for the difference between two separate and uncorrelated
characteristics irethe same area. If, however, there is a high
positive (negative) correlation between the two character-
istics, the formula will overestimate (underestimate) the true
Standard error.

Illustration of the computation o'f tha standard "error of a
difference between estimated percentages. Table F of this
report also shows that of the 362.000 female nonfarm
resident agricultural workers, 252,600 or 69.6 percent were
wage and salary workers. As mentioned above, the percent-
age of female farm resident agricultural workers that we're
wage and salary workers was 17.8 percent. Thus, the
apparent difference between farm and nonfarm fe ale

airicultitral workers that ,were wage and salary viorke is

51.8 percent. Using table 'B-6-and formula (4), the standard
error; o(y,p), on an estimate 69:6 percent with a be of
38*000 is approximately 3.5 percent. Using formula (6), the
standard error of the estimated difference of 51.8 percent is
about

4.8 percent
11

This means, that the 68-percent confidence interval on the
difference between the female farm and rionfarin resident
agricultural workers that were wage and salary' workers is
from 47.0 to 56.6 percent. The 95percent confidence
interval on the difference of 51.8 percent is from 42.2 to
61.4 percent. Therefore, a conclusion that the average
estimate derived from all possible samples lies within a range
computed in this way would be. correct for roughly 95
percent of all possible samples. Since this Interval does not
contain zero, we can conclude with 95-percent confidence
that the percent of female nonfarm. resident agricultural
workers that were wage and. salary workers is greater than the
percsit female farm resident agricultural workers that were
wage and salary.

Standard error`of a ratio. Certain mean values for persons in
families or households shown in this report were calculated
as the ratio of two numbers. For example, the mean number
of persons per 'family or household is calculated as

x total number of persons in families or households

total number of families or households

Standard errors for these means may be approximated as
shown below. The denominator y represents a count of
families or households of a certain doss, and the numerator x
represents a count of persons with the characteristic under
consideration who are members of these families or house.
holds. The standard errors are approximated by the following
formula:

.s.512 ifyl 2+

Y kY
(6)

The standard error 'of the estimated number of families or
households, oy, and the standard error of ,the estimated

1'

number of persons with the characteristics in those families
or households, ox, may be calculated by the method
described above.

Standard error 'Ora median. -The iimpling variability of an
estimated median depends upon the form of the distribution
as well as the size of-its base. An-approximate method for
measuring the reliability of an estimated median is to
determine a confidence interval about it. (See the section on
sampling variability for a general discussion of confidence
intervals.) The following procedure may be used to estimate
the 689ercent confidence limits of a median based on
sample data.

1. Determine, using the standard error tables and factors or
formula (4), the standard error of the estimate of 50
percent from the distribution.

2. Add to and subtract from 50 percent the standard error
, determined in step (1).

3. Using the distribution of the characteristic, calculate the
68-percent confidence interval by calculating the values
corresponding to the two points established in step (2).

4. Once the limits of the 613-percent confidence interval are
computed, the staridtrd error of a median can be
computed by the forinult.

UL
(I median

where: U = Upper limit of the 68-percent confidence
interval.

L = Lower limit of the 68-percent. confide nce
interval.

Illustration of the computatipn of a confidence interval for a
median. According to the current definition of a farm, table
4 of this report shdws that in 1982 the median age of females
living on faims was 35.9 years old. The size, or base, of the
distribution from which this median was determined is
2.701,000 women.

1. Using formula (4), the standard error of 50.percent on a
base of 2,701,000 is about 1.6 p6rcent.

2. To obtain a 68-percent confidence interval on an esti
mated median, add to and subtract frOrn 50 percent the
standard error found sn step (1). Thil yields percent limits
of 48.4 and 51.6.

3. Since 43.2 percent of the females living on farms were less
than 30 years old and 5.7 percent were between 30 to 34

ears old, the lower limit of the median age may tie found
interpolation to be

36
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Table RI. Standard Errors of Estimated Fertility Ratios for the Total or Nonfarm Population.
Humber of women

111 (thousands)

Children ever born or expected per 1,000'women

500 1,000 1,500 2,000 2,500 3,000 13,500 4,000

250 1 a ..

500
_150

1,000...
-2,000 4 ...
5,000,

10,000 ,.
15,000

:20,000
25,000

51

36
50
26
18

11

9

7
6

5

, 93

66
.54_

47

33
20
15

12
11

9

129
92

74
65

45
29

20
16

15

12

164
116

-
95

82

58
37

26

21
19
16

198

140
114
99

70
44
31

26
23

20

234

.166r
135

117
83

52
38
29

27

24

274
194
158
137
97

61,

44
35

' 31
28

315

222
-181

158
112

70
50
41

35
32

Mote: To derive th standard errors for ,.he farm population, multiply tho standard errors obtained,above
by 1.1:

.

30 + (35-30)if." 2-)= 44.6 years
48 4-43

5.7

Since 6.2 percent .of the females living on farms were
between 35 to 39 years old, the median age of the upper.
limittly be found by linear interpolation to be about

-4
35 + (40-35)(51,68.9). 37.2 tears

6.2

Thus, the 68-percent confidence interval on the median
age of females living on farms is from 34.6 to 37.2 years.

4. The standard error of the median is, therefore,

Simil rly, the 95percent confidence interval on tfie
median age' of females living on farms is found to be from

to 38.5.a

37 2-34.60--- =1.3 years
2 -

Standard error of estimated arithmetic mean. The standard
error of an arithmetic mean can be approximated by formula
(7) below. Because of the approximations used in developing
formula (7), an estimate of the standard error of the mean

* U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING MICE: 1933430-9N:5n '

obtained from that formula will generally underestimate the
true standard error. The formula used: to estimate the
standard error of a mean is

= \Fz,js.
e

(71

where y is the size of the base and b is the parameter from
table 11-6 corresponding to the dwracteristic of interest. The
vbriance,V, is given by formula (8) - 4

C

S2 =Z P; -2.
i=1

(8)

where It is the mean of the' distribution; c is the number of
groups; I indicates a specific group, thus taking on values 1
through c; pi is ti estimated proportion with the character..
istic in gram r, Zi.1 and Ziare thelower and upper interval
boundaries, respectively, for group I; and xi = Z1.1 +

2

.which is assumed to be the most representative value for the
characteristic far Persons or families in group i.,Group c is
opemended, i.e., no upper interval boundary eyists. Pbr this
group, an approximate average value is

5tc = (3/2)Z0
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